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P e face

This work attempts to lay out the history of the effort to enact a

paid state holiday in honor of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. in Arizona in

terms of its coverage by-Phoenix Newspapers, Inc.--primarily the ARIZONA

REPUBLIC and PHOENIX GAZETTE, and to a lesser extent the ARIZONA BUSINESS

GAZETTE. -A complete chronology of the effort as it appeared in these

papers is included as an appendix.

In addition, this paper outl-ines the campaign planned and carried out

by the Martin Luther King Better America Committee (MLK BAC) on behalf of

the King holiday. Information or. Zhs campaign was gathered by attending

MLK BAC meetings and through personal interviews.

In light of the holiday's defeat at the polls, a noncritical analysis

of the-campaign is included that provides a perspective on its failure and

direction the holiday effort appears to be headed in the future.

As Phoenix Newspapers played an active role in organizing the MLK BAC

and in participating in every aspect of the campaign, the company's

philosophy on its role in the community is also examined.

Finally, the last section of the report traces the editoLial stances

of the ARIZONA REPUBLIC and PHOENIX GAZETTE as they evolved from a

pragmatic acknowledgement of the wisdom of enacting some commemoration in

honor of King to an unapologetic all-out call for nothing less than a paid
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state holiday. The opinions of the- two papers as reflected in more than

80 editorials published on the holiday from 1986 through 1990 did not

evolve on a parallel course and were, in fact, sometimes diametrically

opposed. Included in this section is an analysis of where the almost

1,600 articles, columns, editorials, and letters to the editor appeared in

the ARIZONA REPUBLIC, PHOENIX GAZETTE and ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE between

Jan. 1, 1986 and Dec. 31, 1990.

This report is not, in the strictest sense, a scholarly effort to

analyze the campaign for a King holiday. No secondary sources were used

in doing research for this paper other than the ARIZONA REPUBLIC, PHOENIX

GAZETTE, and ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE, vith one exception. All other

information was obtained through personal interviews and attendance at

campaign meetings.

This project would not have been possible without the unobstructed

access granted to me by Bill Shover, Director of Public Affairs, Phoenix

Newspapers, Inc. He enabled me to see firsthand the workings of the

.~,Martin Luther King Better America Committee, and he shared his views on

newspaper responsibility from a perspective of 30 years of experience.

The assistance of Ellen Jacobs, PNI Research Director, and Judy

Sheelar, PNE Research Manager, was invaluable. By making newspaper poll

analyses available and by helping me to understand both the utility and

the danger of poll data, they provided a view of the campaign that was

essential to sorting out what happened.

Most important to the research for this project was the help provided

by Heather Goebel of the PNI library who made the newspaper archive

retrieval system available to me and tutored me in how to gain access to

* the gold mine of information it held.
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Sectiona 1

Kirg Hc1iday History

The effort to enact a paid state holiday in Arizona to honor Dr.

Martin Luther King Jr. began just four years after he was gunned down on a

motel balcony in Memphis, Tennessee by James Earl Ray. Yet, eight years

after the U.S. Congress passed the bill creating a federal holiday on the

third Monday in January and President Ronald Reagan signed it into law,

Arizona remains one of two states that does not have a paid King holiday.

In the years 1972, 1975, 1976, and 1981 through 1985, a King holiday

bill was introduced in the House and/or the Senate of the Arizona

legislature. In each of these years, the bill failed to advance out of

committee, having been killed by the Republican caucus.

In 1985, Phoenix City Council enacted a paid King holiday for city

employees, becoming the first city in Arizona to do so.

The initial large-scale rally in commemoration of King's birthday was

held in Phoenix in January 1986 coinciding with the first federal

celebration. More than 5,000 people marched to the state Capitol and

heard Gov. Bruce Babbitt, a Democrat, accuse the state legislature of

having failed its constituents by not enacting a paid holiday on the third

Monday in January.
1

SI"5,000 March in Phoenix to Honor Memory of Fallen Civil-Rights Leader,"

Arizona Republic, Jan. 21, 1986, p. A-i.
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A King holiday bill reached the floor of the Arizona Senate on

Feb. 19, 1986, one month after the initial celebration of the federal

holiday. The Senate approved the bill by a vote of 17-13, marking the

first time such a measure had passed in one of the chambers of the state

legislature. Three months later, however, the House narrowly defeated an

identical bill 30-29.

On May 18, 1986, Gov. Babbitt announced an executive order

establishing a paid King holiday to coincide with the federal

celebration. The order applied only to state executive workers, who

comprise less than half of state government employees, but it was to set

in motion a chain of events that was to have a profound impact on Arizona

politics and focus national attention on the state that remains to the

present day.

Less than one month later, state Attorney General Bob Corbin ruled

Babbitt had exceeded his gubernatorial authority in creating the state

holiday by executive order. A former attorney general himself, Babbitt

disagreed and maintained his position that the holiday was valid. Thus,

the debate began, and the controversy was set in motion.

Evan Mecham, the Republican candidate for governor, won the general

election in November 1986 with 40 percent of the vote, and the following

day announced he would rescind Babbitt's executive order when he took

office in January. In defending his plan, Mecham said he oid not believe

Babbitt's order was legal; it had nothing to do with race. He also said,

"Many fine Americans that have contributed as much to the heritage of

America as Martin Luther King do not have days." 2

"Mecham Promises Changes," Phoenix Gazette, Nov. 6, 1986,

p. A-I.
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On Nov. 12, 1986, the National Baptist Convention of America

announced it would not hold its 1989 convention i:: Phoenix if there was no

King holiday. This group became the first of many organizations to pull

their conventions and meetings out of Phoenix and its surrounding cities

over the next four and one-half years, resulting in a loss of an estimated

$123 reillion to the state, according to figures released by the Phoenix

and Valley of the Sun Convention and Visitors Bureau.

The same month, the state Board of Education announced it was

encouraging Arizona school districts to establish a King holiday for their

staff and students: By January 1987, 67 of 221 school districts had

designated the third Monday in January as King Day.

In December 1986, the leaders of Arizonans for a Martin Luther King

Jr. State Holiday, the first active pro-holiday group, announced they

planned ta sponsor a petition drive and to lobby the legislature on behalf

of a King holiday. Rev. Warren Stewart, pastor of the First Institutional

Baptist Church in Phoenix, was the group's chairman. House Minority

Leader Rep. Art Hamilton was presented as an honorary chairman, along with

Phoenix Mayor Terry Goddard, Rev. Monsignor Robert Donahue of the Phoenix

Catholic Diocese, Rabbi Albert Plotkin of Temple Beth Israel, builder

Tommy Espinoza, a leader in the city's Hispanic community, and Mike

Bielicki, president of the Central Arizona Labor Council.

Gov. Mecham, in his State of the State address delivered upon taking

office in January 1987, rescinded former Gov. Babbitt's executive order,

citing the attorney general's ruling that the order was illegal. He also

urged that the issue be referred to voters in the next general election.

3Michael Murphy and Marc Ramirez, "Mecham Scraps King Holiday, Calls
for Referendum on Issue," Phoenix Gazette, Jan. 12, 1987, p. A-I.
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Soon after the pronouncement, Jesse Jackson became the first of many

prominent voices across the nation to speak out in protest of Mecham's

action. Mecham continued to defend his rescission of Babbitt's order

insisting there was no discrimination in Arizona and that his stance was

not a slap at King.
4

The following week, Mecham appeared on NBC's Today Show with

Jackson. Continuing to defend his action, Mecham said blacks need jobs,

not holidays, and he accused holiday backers of being afraid to put the

matter to a public vote.

Monday Jan. 19, 1987 saw the King holiday celebrated nationwide for

the second time, and it resulted in the largest of the King commemorative

marches to date when more than 15,000 people marched to the state

Capitol. It would be 1990 before the crowd approached this size again.

On Jan. 20, Stevie Wonder announced he would not perform in Arizona

in protest of the King holiday rescission. He became the first of many

big-name performers who, over the next few years, expressed their dismay

at the state of affairs in Arizona through outright boycott or by donation

of performance proceeds to the holiday effort.

Not long after Wonder's declaration, National Basketball Association

officials announced the league w, ld not hold its annual meetings in

Scottsdale as planned because of the budding cont oversy. Thus, the

marriage of sports to the King holiday debate was cemented, a marriage

that would play a large part in the eventual defeat of the holiday.

4Murphy, "Jackson Asks Mecham to Reconsider Holiday," Phoenix
Gazette, Jan. 13, 1987, p. A-I.

5Murphy, "Mecham Defends Stand on Holiday, Governor Goes on the
Defensive," Phoenix Gazette, Jan. 19, 1987, p. A-I.
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The tumultuous events at the beginning of 1987 led the ARIZONA

REPUBLIC and the PHOENIX GAZETTE to commission the first of many polls

that were to be published in the newspapers over the next four years

measuring public attitudes about the King holiday.

The first poll to be published by either paper appeared in the

ARIZONA REPUBLIC; it asked 1,000 adult full-time Arizona residents what

they felt would be the most appropriate way to honor Dr. Martin Luther

King Jr. As Figure 1 below shows, the method favored by most was an

unpaid recognition day. The remaining respondents were split evenly,

opting for a paid holiday or no holiday at all. Significantly, 69 percent

wanted some type of commemorative day for King. Minority and young (age

18-34) respondents were more likely to support a paid holiday, while older

respondents (age 55 and over) were more likely to be against it.

What would-be the best way
to honor MLK?

Recognition Day
43%

Should Not No Opinion
Be Honored 5

26%

Paid Holiday
26%

Arizona Republic statewide poll
Januarv 1987

Figure 1

Polls conducted for Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. are designed and

analyzed by the PNI Market Research Department, Telephone polling is done
by independent research companies contracted by the PNI Market Research
staff from whose files poll results included in this report were taken.
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A second question from the January 1987 poll asked whether the

holiday issue should be decided by elected officials or by voters. Figure

2 shows that an overwhelming majority thought elected officials should

settle the matter. However, just 11 months later opinion had shifted

dramatically, as a REPUBLIC poll of 810 Arizona adults clearly showed.

The public's position remained static on this question over the next three

years--a March 1990 poll for the REPUBLIC found 16 percent favored a

legislative solution, and 81 percent thought the voters should decide.

Should the MILK holiday question be
decided by elected officials or voters?

Elected W eleted
Officials Officials

78% .....-:::WX

Other
4% ,.

Voters Voters

18% 85%

January 1987 December 1987

Arizona Republic statewide polls

Figure 2

A PHOENIX GAZETTE poll completed in mid-February of the sace year

asked 800 Arizona adults if they agreed with Gov. Mecham's rescission of

the executive order establishing a King holiday. As Figure 3 shows, the

public was evenly split on the question. In the same poll, however,

5! percent of the respondents said they would vote to establish a holiday,

while 39 percent indicated they would vote against it. In addition,

58 percent of those polled thought that Mecham's action had had a negative

effect on Arizona's image.
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Do you agree with Gov. Mecham's
decision to rescind the MLK holiday?

Agree

45%

............N o

~ Opintion
Disagree

45%-...

Phoeni Gazette statewide poll
February 1987

Figure 3

In February 1987, identical bills were introduced in the House and

Senate that would combine Washington's and Lincolnys birthdays into

Pxesidents' Day and create a paid King holiday as the federal governaent

had- done. The House bill passed 35-25 as 11 Republicans joined with the

chaaber's 24 Decocrats in favor of the aeasure, while the reaaining 25 GOP

representatives voted against it. In the Senate, the Republican Pajority

on tChe Government Ccmittee prevented the bill froo reaching the floor,

defeating it by a vote of 6-3 along party lines.

As the controversy continued to rage both inside and outside of

Arizona, on June 18, 198Q7, Soy. tiechan declared the third Sunday in

January as Martin Luther King Jr./Civil Rights Day. Because it was done

by gubernatorial proclamtion, The observance was not a legal holiday.

Democratic legislators quickly called the rove politically Cotivat'ed,

while Republican loaders said the decision showed that, Arizona and its

governor were not racist.7

Sa Stanton, "King Day Procla:.ation by M1echamn Non-Legal Observarce

Assailed as 'Political Gimmick," Arizona Reotiblic. June 19, 1937, p. A-1.
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An ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll conducted of 803 adult Arizonans the week

after the governor's proclamtion found respondents split in their opinion

of the action, 47 percent agreeing with the Sunday proclamation and 46

percent disagreeing with it (see Fig. 4).

Do you agree or disagree with Gov.
Mecham's Sunday MLK proclamation?

Agree
47%

.'.'...Don't

Know

Disagree . .::. '

Arizona Republic statewide poll
June 1987

Figure 4

A December 1987 REPUBLIC poll again asked Arizonan adults what they

thought would be the best way to honor King (see Fig. 5): 51 percent of

those polled favored Sunday recognition (up from 43 percent in January,

Fig. 1), 31 percent favored a paid holiday (up from 26 percent), and

9 percent did not want any King commemoration (down from 26 percent). The

results clearly reflected greater support for a King holiday over the

previous January as 82 percent of those polled now favored either a Sunday

recognition day or a paid holiday.

In November 1987, Attorney General Bob Corbin ordered an

investigation into allegations that Gov. Mecham had violated state

campaign laws. The governor was accused of accepting a $350,000 loan and

failing to report it. The'ensuing inve.stigation resulted in Mecham's
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*indictment on fraud and perjury charges, his impeachment by the state

House, and his conviction by the Senate of obstructing justice and

misusing money. The April 1988 verdict immediately installed Secretary of

State Rose Mofford as governor. Mecham's ouster from public office did

little to effect the role he would continue to play in the King holiday

debate in the coming years, but the state's preoccupation with his trial

did push the debate to the background for most of 1988.

What would be the best way
to, honor MLK?

Recognition Day
51%

Should Not .
Be Honored

9%
No Opinion Paid Holiday

9% 31%

Arizona Republic statewide poll
December 1987

Figure 5

While the Mecham affair played itself out, King holiday supporters

quietly continued to work to achieve their goal. Buoyed by donations from

entertainers such as comedian Eddie Murphy, they financed pro-holiday

advertising saying that by creating Presidents' Day, the King holiday

wouldn't cost the state any money, and the King holiday is not just a

black holiday--it's for all Americans.8

Arizona adults were again asked for their opinion on the King holiday

8Steve Cheseborough, "Comedian Aids Push by King Day Panel," Phoenix

Gazette, Jan. 15, 1988, p. F-6.



in a May 1988 PHOENIX GAZETTE poll (see Fig. 6). Specifically measuring

public sentiment on a paid holiday, the poll found 45 percent of

respondents supported a paid King Day and 45 percent opposed it.

Do you favor or oppose a paid
state holiday honoring MLK?

Favor

No Opinion
Oppos e ......... 10%

...-.............

Phoenix Gazette statewide poll
May 1988

Figure 6

The holiday effort was to see 1988 pass without success as the Senate

unceremoniously defeated a King bill 15-14 in the waning hours of the

year's legislative session. There was one bright note for the pro-King

forces, however. In September, the Arizona Board of Regents unanimously

voted to enact a paid King holiday for the three state universities.

The new year began on a high note for pro-holiday groups as the House

passed a paid King Day measure by a vote ,:f 35-24 on Feb. 2, 1989. Nine

Republican representatives joined with the House's 26 Democrats to seal

the victory. The success was shortlived, however, as Republican leaders

in the Senate vowed they would not allow a vote on the bill. 9  The

legislative session ended in June without a vote being taken.

9Pat Flannery, "House OKs Paid Holiday for King," Phoenix Gazette,

Feb. 2, 1989, p. A-i.
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After -another disappointing result in the legislature, holiday

supporters got a much needed boost in early August when Gov. Mofford said

she was considering calling a special session of the legislature to

address the King holiday. However, she insisted any action was contingent

upon a guarantee from lawmakers that enough votes could be garnered to

ensure a holiday measure would pass. Mofford's announcement came after

she had been put under intense pressure by, among others, the Phoenix '93

Super Bowl Committee, a coalition of 25 business leaders and sports

executives who were working to get the NFL championship game for the

Valley. The committee was concerned- that the lack of a King holiday in

10
Arizona might jeopardize any chance of being selected to host the game.

One month after Mofford's announcement, the Phoenix '93 Super -Bowl

Committee, along with the city's professional sports teams, the Phoenix

Cardinals NFL football and the Suns NBA basketball teams, pledged to

actively assist in the holiday effort.

Then on Sept. 14, 1989, Mofford asked for a special session of the

legislature to deal with the King holiday issue after learning the

controversy had cost the state more than $25.6 million since 1987. The

holiday was officially added to the special session agenda four days

later, and on Sept. 20 a bill was introduced in the Senate to shift

Columbus Day to an unpaid Sunday holiday and to enact a paid Martin Luther

King/Civil Rights Day uA the third Monday in January. The next day the

bill passed in the Senate by a 17-11 vote and in the House 37-21.

The victory that had been sought for so long had finally been

achieved--Arizona had a paid holiday to honor Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.

l0 Murphy, "Mofford Considering King Holiday Session, Assurance of

Passage Sought," Phoenix Gazette, Aug. 10, 1989, p. A-I.
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9The celebration was to be shortlived, however. Within a week, anti-King

forces began an effort that eventually resulted in the holiday's defeat.

On Sept. 25, Mecham-supporter Julian Sanders started a petition drive

to get a referendum on the Columbus/King Day law on the 1990 general

election ballot. Pat Quaranta, leader of Citizens for the Restoration of

Columbus Day, said his group would join Sanders in the petition drive

because of fears they could not raise enough signatures on their own.

Quaranta insisted his group was not against the King holiday; they just

wanted the Columbus Day holiday restored.
1 1

Nine and one-half hours before the King holiday was scheduled to take

effect on Dec. 21, it was put on hold as holiday opponents filed nearly

twice the number of signatures that were required to put a referendum

before the voters. Three weeks later, the secretary of state confirmed

that almost 60,000 signatures were valid, more than enough to officially

cancel the King Day pending the outcome of the referendum in November

1990.

As it became clear the referendum strategy of the anti-King forces

would succeed, former Gov. Bruce Babbitt and former U.S. Rep. John Rhodes

of Arizona, who served as House Minority Leader in the U.S. Congress,

announced the formation of the Martin Luther King Better America

Committee. The group was organized to campaign on behalf of the King

holiday should it go to a public vote.

Shortly thereafter, the Phoenix 40, a group of influential Valley

business and civic leaders, voted unanimously to support the enactment of

a paid King holiday, the restoration of Columbus Day as a paid holiday,

1 1 "Two Forces Unite to Wage Fight to Repeal King Day," Arizona

Republic, Oct. 4, 1989, p. B-3.
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and the retention of Washington's and Lincoln's birthdays as paid

holidays.

With the controversy surrounding the holiday at its height and the

referendum in November a certainty, the ARIZONA REPUBLIC asked 800 adults

whether they would approve or reject the legislature's action creating

King Day at the expense of Columbus Day. A similar poll the previous

November had found 61 percent of respondents rejected the new law while 30

percent supported it. -Results of the January poll indicated that public

opinion had further hardened on the issue--Arizonans clearly believed that

lawmakers had erred and they wanted the law repealed (see Fig. 7).

Would you vote to approve or reject the
legislature's action creating a paid MLK
holiday and eliminating Columbus Day?

Reject ~~~..........................::-: $: .' :: ::.

Reject:.,....
71%

Don't Know

. ... ........

Approve
*23%

Arizona Republic statewide poll
January 1990

Figure 7

The poll also asked respondents whether they favored or opposed a

paid holiday in principle, and if they opposed it, what was the primary

reason for their opposition (see Fig. 8). Opinion on the holiday was not

significantly different than it was in May 1988 (Fig. 6), although a

slightly higher percentage supported a paid holiday. Almost half of those

0 who were against the holiday said King was not deserving of the honor,

13



while the cost of an additional holiday and opposition to the

King/Columbus swap drew an almost equal number of responses.

Do you favor or oppose a paid state MLK
holiday? Why do you oppose it?

Don't Know
Not Deserving

Oppose
40% Don't

Favor "...*... Know
49% Cost 3%

20% 207. Other

Against Swap

Arizona Republic statewide poll 18%

January 1990

Figure 8

On Feb. 15, King holiday supporters announced the formation of a new

coalition called UNITY that included Pat Quaranta of Citizens fo, the

Restoration of Columbus Day; Rev. Henry Barnwell, newly-elected president

of Arizonans for Martin Luther King Jr. State Holiday; and Arnie Zaler, a

Phoenix businessman long active in the King holiday effort. UNITY leaders

said their group would push for the adoption of the federal King holiday

model where Washington's and Lincoln's birthdays are combined into

Presidents' Day and King Day is created.

The following month, the National Football League awarded the _d3

Super Bowl to Phoenix. Immediately after the announcement, the .airman

of the Site Selection Committee, Philadelphia Eagles owner Norman Braman,

said he would strongly recommend that the owners rescind their selection

122

o0f Phoenix' as site of the game if the King holiday was not established. 1

12Steve Schoenfeld, "Valley Wins Super Bowl, Could tjse It, Too,

Without King Day," Arizona Republic, March 14, 1990, p. A-I.
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After the announcement, holiday supporters sought to downplay the

significance of the threat, but the subject arose again in late-September

when an NFL source told the ARIZONA REPUBLIC that if King Day was voted

down, the league intended to push owners to vote for Super

relocation. 13

After iitense lobbying by business, civic, and poli')..i .aaders,

Gov. Mofford called the legislature into a special session i' May to

consider a bill that would create a King holiday as an elet - 7aid state

holiday and leave Columbus Day intact. Passage of the oill ould

auirmatically invalidate the scheduled referendum.

The Senate passed the bill on May 15 by a 16-14 vote. Twelve

Democrats and four Republicans voted for the measure, and 13 Republicans

and one Democrat voted against it. The following day, the House passed an

identica& bill 35-25, with 25 Democrats and 10 Republicans voting for and

24 Republicans and one Democrat against it. The new law created a paid

King Day and repealed the law passed the previcoi 3eptember, thereby

restoring a paid Columbus Day and invalidating November's referendum.

Former Gov. Evan Mecham immediately launched a petition drive with

the goal of getting the newly-created King holiday on the November

ballot. Within the three-month time limit, Mecham supporters turned in

more than 71,000 signatures of registered voters.

The secretary of state announced that if enough of the signatures

were certified by county registrars, the May 1990 law would be suspended

and a referendum would be placed on the November ballot. This new

initiative, along with last December's referendum that sought to repeal

13Flannery, "Super Logo Unveiled, Phoenix Could Loe Game If
Flanery "SperBowlLooUviePonxCudosGaeI

Paid King Holiday Rejected," Arizona Republi, Sep. 28, 1990, p. F-I.-
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the September 1989 law swapping a paid Columbus Day for a paid King Day,

would also be on the ballot, according to a ruling by the state attorney

general. -The -referendum on -the September 1989 law would be Proposition

301, and the rnferendum on the May 1990 law would be Proposition 302.

The Martin Luther King Better America Committee, led by former Gov.

Babbitt and former Congressman Rhodes, joined by more than 30 community,

business and religious leade , announced an effort to convince voters to

ignore Prop. 301 and approve Prop. 302. Babbitt estimated his group would

spend about $750,000 to urge voters to support Prop. 302. Over the next

few weeks, the MLK BAC would eventually draw in most of the pro-holiday

groups into a coordinated effort on behalf of the holiday. These pro-

holiday groups included the Phoenix 40, Phoenix Suns, Phoenix Cardinals,

UNITY, and Phoenix Chapter of the NFL Rtired Players Association. The

strategy employed by the MLK BAC is examined in detail separately.

At the same time, dozens of groups and indiviel'ials announced their

support for the holiday. Chief among them were: piscopal Church of

Arizona, Arizona Young Republicans, East Valley Partnership (a civic and

business group from Tempe, Mesa and Chandler), Phoenix and Vailey of the

Sun Convention and Visitor: Bureau, American Jewish Committee, Anti-

Defamation Leagu& of B'nai 3'rith, National Conference of Christians and

Jews, a coalition of Arizona religious leaders (from Jewish, Catholic,

Mormon, Baptist, Lutnern and Presbyterian faiths), Mesa City Council,

Chandler City Council, Haricopa County Board of Supervisors, former

Arizona Senator Barry Goldwater, and former President Ronald Reagan.

In late August, the No No Committee formed to campaign for the defeat

of uott. 1°.,d'cpositions. This group ran a low-key effort because it

could not muster the high-pcowered resources that the MLK BAC could. The

message of the No No Committee was clear, however--King did not deserve to
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be honored with a holiday, and the already financially-strapped state

could not afford another holiday.

Gov. Mofford -announced her support for Prop. 302 on August 30. She

said the holiday's rejection at the polls had the potential -to put Arizona

14
into a social and economic tailspin.

On Sept. 6, the secretary of state confirmed that King Day opponents

had submitted enough signatures to qualify the May law referendum for the

ballot. As a result, there would be two King holiday referendums in the

Nov. 6 general election.

As election- day approached, the ARIZONA REPUBLIC conducted polls in

September (601 registered voters) and October (603 r.gists:ed voters) to

measure how voters planned to cast their ballots on Prop. 301 and Prop.

302. Results showed -Prop. 301 was clearly headed for a huge defeat, and

the margin got wider as election day got closer (see Fig. 9). Public

opinion or the Columbus/King swap had changed little since January 1990.

Would you vote for or against Prop. 301?

For For
16% 18%

Don't Don't
• Know Know

11% 8%

Against Against.
71% "" :" "' .:'"74%

Septamber 1990 October 1990

Arizona Republic statewide polls

Figure 9

14 Flannery, "Red Ink Seen If Voters OK Referendwn Cutbacks, Severe

Deficit Predicted by Mofford," Arizona Republic, Aug. 31, 1990, p. B-1.
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Figure 10 reflects that respondents' feelings about Prop. 302 were

not as well defined as they were about Prop. 301. The results showed that

as the election neared, doubt among voters increased. With a margin of

error of plus or minus four percent, the poll indicated the outcome had

the potential of being too close to call if those who were undecided went

against the holiday.

Would you vote for or against Prop. 302?

For .For

55% 52%

Don't
Know Dont

... .. Know
.......... o. . '

% '10%
Against Against.'

42% 3%

September 1990 October 1990

Arizona Republic statewide polls

Figure 10

The weekend prior to the election, the football factor again came to

the forefront when a CBS sports anchor on the network's "MFL Today" show

reported the league had definite plans to move the 1993 Super Bowl from

the Valley if the holiday was defeated on Tuesday. Valley Super Bowl

o 'ianizers vehemently denied the report and wondered if anti-holiday

forces had planted the report. The NFL refuses to confirm or deny any

decision had been made one way or the other.

In any case, the damage was done. Whether or not there should be a

King holiday in Arizona was no longer the main issue to be debated; the

perception that an outsider was thfeatening voters had Lecome the issue.
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As the election returns came in during the evening of Nov. 6, Prop.

301 was obviously headed for an overwhelming defeat. The margin for Prop.

302, however, was close with the pro-holiday vote maintaining a slim early

lead. Throughout the night, the outcome on Prop. 302 remained in doubt,

but "no" votes had inched into the lead. When all of the votes were

counted, Prop. 301 had been defeated as expected: 766,387 to 250,549 or

75 percent against to 25 percent the measure. Prop. 302 also had been

defeated but by a much closer margin: 533,510 to 516,274 or by little

more than one percentage point.
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Section 2

The MLK SAC Strategy

In December 1989, it became clear the referendum strategy of the anti-

King forces would succeed in canceling the Columbus/King Day law passed in

September of that year. Former Bov. Bruce Babbitt and former Rep. John

Rhodes of Arizona, who served as House Minority Leader in the U.S.

Congress, announced the formation of the Martin Luther King Better America

Committee. The group was organized to campaign on behalf of the King

holiday should it go to a public vote.

Intense lobbying by the MLK BAC, along with numermous Valley

business, civic, religious, and education leaders, produced a new law in

May 1990 that added King Day as an eleventh paid state holiday and

preserved Columbus Day. Again, anti-holiday elements-began-a petition

drive to force a referendum on the new holiday law. As it became apparent

that this effort, too, would gather enough signatures and that there would

be two King holiday referendums on the November ballot, the MLK BAC

organized for another campaign.

In late August 1990, the Babbitt-Rhodes Martin Luther King Better

America Committee, now joined by more than 30 community, business and

religious leaders, announced a combined effort to convince voters to

ignore Prop. 301 and to approve Prop. 302. As previously noted, the

* Babbitt-Rhodes group estimated it would spend about $750,000 to urge

voters to support Prop. 302. The MLK BAC grew to include most of the
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pro-holiday groups: Phoenix 40, Phoenix Suns, Phoenix Cardinals, UNITY,

and Phoenix Chapter of the NFL Retired Players Association, as well as

representatives from many other religious and community groups.

Although Babbitt and Rhodes were honorary co-chairmen, the day-to-day

direction of the MLK BAC was provided by Terry Hudgins, the campaign

chairman and a lobbyist for Arizona Public Service Company, and Steve

Roman, of Valley National Bank, the Vice-Chairmpn.

The task of developing campaign strategy and selling King Day to the

voting public by November went to Nelson Ralston Robb Communications, a

Phoenix public relations firm, for the fee of $50,000 plus commissions.

Bob Robb, a partner in the firm, said this fee was about half what he

15
usually charged for statewide campaigns.

The MLK BAC kick-off meeting for the coming election campaign was

held on Sept. 14, 1990. Bill Shover, Director of Public Relations of

Phoenix Newspaper, inc., led off the meeting providing background to put

the challenge ahead in context and introducing the principal players.

Bruce Babbitt and John Rhodes, the honorary co-chairmen, talked about the

recent primary election and its effect on the November general election in

relation to the King holiday. Terry Hudgins reviewed the campaign's

organization and welcomed new groups that had joined with the ILK SAC.

Next, Bob Robb discussed results of an opinion survey done for the

committee and the strategy that had been developed based on the survey.

As Nelson Ralston Robb was a conservatively-oriented firm whose

political campaigning had been done exclusively for Republican candidates,

Rick DeGraw, a Democratic party consultant, was hired to supple-ent Rc.bb's

. 1.Deborah Laake, "Who Killed King," New Tices. Dec. 5-11, V_',

p. 20J.
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efforts with a grass-roots campaign aimed at liberals and minorities.

DeGraw was responsible for targeting "the minority neighborhoods whose

needs he understood better than Robb and whose sensibiities he would not

offend.,,16

Steve Roman covered action items that were to be accomplished in the

next two weeks, emphasizing the upcoming voter registration effort.

Lastly, Gov. Mofford reiterated her commitment to the King holiday and

thanked all in attendance for their dedication.

The next campaign meeting was held on Sept. 28. Hudgins led off with

a review of progress that had been made to date. He said the recent voter

registration drive had resulted in an estimated 100,000 additional voters

registered, with demographics to the campaign's advantage. MLK BAC

letterhead would soon be printed with the names of 39 prominent Arizonans

who were selected to represent a cross-section of the state's key

business, political, and religious leaders and personalities. He also

said there was strong religious support for Prop. 302 state-wide.

Hudgins detailed donations that had been made to the campaign.

Arizona Public Service paid for a full-page ad in Sunday's ARIZONA

REPUBLIC (see Appendix B); the meeting room and refreshments for this and

the previous meeting had been donated by the downtown Hyatt-Regency; U S

West had donated the phones and services for the MLK BAC campaign

headquarters on Central Avenue; and an office copier, FAX machine, and

computers for the headquarters had been donated by local businesses. The

Phoenix Suns had paid for a public service announcement appealing for

people to register and to get out and vote on Nov. 6. Gannett Outdoor

Advertising had donated five large billboards in high traffic areas in

16Laake, p. 22.
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Phoenix and had helped to get others around the state. Gannett also had

donated 100 poster-sized boards.

As at the previous meeting, Bob Robb re._ewed campaign strategy.

Rick DeGraw, along with Arnie Zaler, of UNITY, and Vic Washington, of the

Retired NFL Players Associat-ion Phoenix Chapter, gave an update on

grass-roots efforts. Lastly, Jerry Colangelo gave a report on campaign

finances.

Robb- saw the key to developing an effective campaign strategy was

based on identifying what had to be accomplished in terms of problems that

had to be overcome. The first challenge was seen as simply contlinuing to

get the message out about the King holiday, to widen the circle of

know'edge of the importance of the holiday to all corners of the state in

the five and one-half weeks left before the election. Robb said the

campaign needed to encourage individual and corporate commitment to the

holiday. Nelson Ralston Robb had developed campaign materials to assist

in this effort.

Secondly, Robb was concerned about the two competing propositions on

the general election ballot. There was a very real possiblity of a split

vote among holiday backers. Robb decided the campaign would take no

public position on Prop. 301 because he didn't want to dilute the message

that Prop. 302 was the right thing to do. He believed that if 302 was

sold sufficiently, it wouldn't matter what voters did on 301. In

addition, because some supporters wanted to dump Columbus Day, it was

agreed the campaign would downplay the Columbus Day issue to avoid public

dissension.

The next problem was the perception that all Mormons were against

King because former Gov. Evan Mecham and Julian Sanders, the most vocal of

the anti-King element, were Mormons. Concerned about possible confusion
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in the public's mind as to the church's doctrinal positions in relation to

Mecham's mix of populism, bigotry and extremism, Valley Mormon leaders

came out publicly for King.

In developing campaign strategy, Robb relied -heavily on survey

research that had been done for the MLK BAC by Earl de Berge of the

Behavior Research Center in Phoenix. De Berge's polIs showed a majority

of Arizonans supported the King holiday--more than 50 percent were in

favor of it, while close to 40 percent opposed the holiday and fewer than

10 -percent of voters- were undecided. These numbers very nearly matched

those found in polls done by Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. De Berge- also found

that voters under age 55 supported the holiday by a 3-2 margin, but those

over 55 opposed it by a 3-2 majority. The results indicated that -election

day turnout would be about 60 percent of registered voters, and the

profile of non-voters nearly matched that of holiday supporters.

Research also indicated that King, as a leader, had universal respect

crossing all demographic categories. Among older voters and Republicans,

King was only slightly less respected than President Bush.

Robb said de Berge's research demonstrated that accusations about

17
racism could hurt Prop. 302. When Arizonans were accused of being

racist, "an important voting segment iled from you," primarily Republicans

over the age of 55 and some younger Republicans. The same thing was true

if voters were warned of the dire economic consequences unless King Day

18
passed. When threatened, voters resisted. The research showed that

positive, low-key messages wouldn't offend voters. 19

17Laake, p. 17.

IsLaake, p. 22.

19Laake, p. 17.
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Thus, the foundation of the MLK BAC plan was one of

nonconfrontation. Hudgins- echoing a major concern of the committee, said

supporters had to be careful in facing the opposition. Appearing with

opponents might lend legitimacy to the anti-302 effort and acrimonious

public debate possibly could hurt the King effort by alienating

moderates. This was especially true during the summer when Robb feared

that visible, pro-King Day activity would only strengthen opponents'

resolve to obtain enough signatures to force a referenlum.
2 0

As a result of these concerns and an analysis of the research done by

de Berge, the main goal of the MLK BAC campaign became simply to get King

supporters to the polls. The challenge was seen as moving the "soft" yes

voter into the "strong" yes category and convincing the uncommitted that

Prop. 302 was "the right thing to do."

Robb's strategy featured a four-pronged effort: 1) Keep the voters

who already supported the holiday. 2) Increase the turnout among young,

liberal voters who were most likely to support King Day. 3) Persuade more

young capublicans to support the holiday. (White collar, younger

Republican voters were seen as the toughest nut to crack.) 4) Try to make
. 21

some inroads w.th senior Republicans and rural voters.

Three messages were developed to support the effort: 1) Voting for

the King holiday was the most ethical choice because it demonstrated a

concern for civil rights. 2) The holiday was important to the state for

economic reasons, if stated positively. 3) By voting for Prop. 302,

Arizonans would honor civil rights and help Arizona by overcoming the

per 1ption that the state was racist and intolerant.

2 0 Laahe, p. 30.

2 !Laake, p. 22.
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These messages stressed two recurring themes: First, voters would be

able to define for themselves what "help" for Arizona was--erase bigotry,

enhanced economic attraction, or honor King, the man. Second, children

and King's ideals would be linked, highlighting the emotionalism of the

issus, the hope for future, and the fact that children interact without

regard for race, and so, too, should adults.

The messages and themes were tested in focus groups to gauge their

validity. The messages were able to move the positions of older voters in

the focus groups. Robb attributed this success to this generation's frame

of reference. Older voters couldn't deny the emotional aspect of the

issue because they lived through the tumultuous civil rights

confrontations of the 1960s. Conversely, it was easy for younger voters

to deny the message. They did not experience the civil rights movement,

and they resented that state workers might get a holiday they wouldn't be

g-tting.

A variety of method, were used to get the messages out to voters:

720,000 pieces r,1 drect mail, aimed primarily at older members of both

political parties and rual vote;-; radio and television spots; collateral

information packages for corporate od amployee education, consisting of a

letter to employees, a newsletter item, posters, and payr. I stuffers; a

speakers kit made up of suggested comments and speech material on King and

the holiday; as well as yard signs, bumper stickers, and buttons. (See

Appendix C for a sampling of these materials.)

In addition, a phone bank was set up to call registered voters around

state asking King supporters to please vote. This eff.rt concentrated on

the 25-39 age group and had the goal of turning out 25,000 50,000 extra

voters. A second phone bank, staffed with teen-aged volunteefs targeted

registered voters aged 18-25.

26



Four pro-holiday television ads were produced amd aired in the final

weeks before the election: 1) King and his dream. 2) King and his place

in civil rights history. 3) The holiday's economic impact on the state.

4) The life endured by minorities over the past 30 years in the U.S.

The MLK BAC noted that the opposition had little money and would

probably try for free media. As research showed that saying bad things

about King was not effective, the opposition was likely to stress that

Arizona doesn't need another state holiday for King or for civil rights.

To counter the opposition arguments, Robb chose to highlight the

actual small cost of the holiday--the state Joint Legislative Budget

Committee said the holiday would cost about $500,000 or one-tenth of one

percent of the state budget--and that the benefits of a King holiday would

outweigh its minor cost.

Rick DeGraw, in assessing the statewide grass-roots effort was

optimistic, He felt that a fundamental change had occurred in the state--

people wanted a King holiday. Because people were making up their minds

to support the holiday for all sorts of reasons, the campaign needed to

give them many reasons to vote yes to ensure they would turn out on

election day.

DeGraw said everyone was listening to the messages, and people were

volunteering to help in any way they could. A voluntary phone bank would

begin calling the following week, working Maricopa and Pima counties. He

said many local committees were forming--youth crusades, women's groups,

professional groups, religious groups, hotel/motel associations, among

others. Corporate support was building momentum, sending out organization

newsletters to employees. DeGraw was seeing numerous signs in yards and

on poles. Churches and synagogues would help get voters to polls.
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Most encouraging, according to DeGraw, was that many of the separate

groups working for the holiday were combining their energies. UNITY had

merged with the MLK BAC. The King holiday campaign had turned into a

strong bi-partisan effort.

Arnie Zaler, a veteran of the King holiday cause at the grass-roots

level, told those at the second campaign meeting that "King Day had kept

the state captive for years." He said it was time for Arizona to rid

itself of the controversy. Zaler cited the demand by shops and

restaurants for UNITY and pro-302 t-shirts, buttons, etc. as proof there

was a ground swell of support in the community for a King holiday.

Zaler announced that at an Oct. 5 news conference, Pat Quaranta would

come out in support of Prop. 302 and both Columbus and King holidays. The

declaration would demonstrate that Columbus Day supporters were now for

the*King holiday. In conjunction with this declaration, the following day

21 mayors would kick off the Columbus Day parade that would include two

UNITY floats and 150 kids in UNITY t-shirts. All of this would show,

according to Zaler, that King Day supporters were together with the

Italian-American community on King Day and Columbus Day.

Commenting on the coalition of Republicans and Democrats, of liberals

and conservatives, of different religious groups, Zaler said that people

who never worked together before on the same side of an issue were

together on Prop. 302.

Another group that came out in support of the King holiday and joined

with Ihe MLK BAC was the Phoenix Chapter of the Retired NFL Players

Association. A member of this group, Vic Washington, headed the group's

MLK/"It's the Right Thing to Do" Committee. Washington called the NLK BAC

a "multi-racial army" that was going after a big win in "Arizona's Super

Bow1.
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On behalf of the MLK BAC, the retired players concentrated their

efforts on events aimed at student participation. Twelve teen-agers

representing Arizona Students for Prop. 302 had been sAccessful in g'tting

a King display at the Lincoln Memorial in Washington, D.C. Vic Washington

met with many high school student councils and recruited hundreds of

students to help distribute campaign materials and man phones.

The retired players organized a group of st'idents to hand out flyers

at a Phoenix Cardinals football game; the Cardinals donated 200 tickets

for the game for the student volunteers. A press conference was held

before the game featuring Cardinal and Washington Redskin players who

announced their support for the holiday.

One of the biggest events sponsored by the MLK BAC was held on Sept.

15 at the Marriott Mountain Shadows Resort in Scottsdale. Organized and

hosted by Washington and the retired players, it featured Gov. Mofford,

John Rhodes, Phoenix Mayor Paul Johnson, and many others. Music and food

were donated by Valley businesses.

None of the events, promotional materials, or television spots would

have been possible without money--thousands of dollars. Jerry Colangelo,

president of the Phoenix Suns, headed the MLK BAC Finance Committee which

had the responsibility of getting Valley businesses to contribute.

Colangelo said the MLK BAC had a great campaign laid out, but to execute

it as planned would take about $850,000. The key, according to Colangelo,

was corporate commitment and access to employees. He called the King

effort "more important than any sports event."

The MLK BAC was eventually able to raise more than $750,000. Almost

every major business in the Valley contributed money to the holiday

effort. Economically, businesses saw the defeat of King Day as a

potential disaster.
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Throughout the months of September and October, the NLK BAC campaign

headqusrters on Central Avenue in Phoenix was busy answering phones and

putting together employer promotion kits and speech material. A major

effort was assembling a package consisting of a King biography, a

chronology of the civil rights movement in the U.S., suggested speeches

and selected quotes, and thematic sermon material for use by state and

local clergy to highlight King's accomplishments without directly making

an appeal to vote for Prop. 302.

People from many diverse groups with seemingly opposite political and

social views pooled their efforts to work for the King holiday. As

returns came in on the night of Nov. 6 and %ho early morning of Nov. 7,

and defeat became evident, all associated with the campaign vowed to

continue working until Arizona had a paid King holiday.

0
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Section~ 3

Anayzing the Defeait

As soon as the election results were known, recriminations and

analysis began. From within Arizona and from across the nation, holiday

supporters struggled to understand what had happened: What had gone

wrong? Was Arizona racist because it had defeated a King holiday?

Opponents proclaimed the will of the people had been heard. One thing was

clear--the holiday's defeat had not ended the debate.

A look at the vote in detail reveals that Prop. 302 won by a narrow

margin in urban Maricopa (313,653 to 303,611) and Pima (107,085 to 91,932)

counties but was rejected soundly in 10 of the 13 iral counties (see

Appendix D). In Arizona elections, victory in the urban counties usually

meant victory overall, but Prop. 302 failed t- .rry Maricopa and Pima

counties by a margin that was sufficient to o ercome the rural deficit.

In the weeks leading up to the election, various polls showed certain

defeat for Prop. 301, which is what happened, and a victory for Prop. 302,

which is not what happened.

Ellen Jacobs, Research Director for Phoenix Newspapers, Inc., said

the Martin Luther King holiday was a difficult situation to measure. It

would not be unusual for respondents to say they planned to vote for the

holiday and then to vote "no" on election day. She said people are

inclined to say what they think the questioner wants to hear. Also, she

said, people often do not openly admit to being racist, especially when
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talking to someone they don't 1now as is the case in a telephone poll. 2 2

Judy Sheelar, PNI's Research Manager, agreed saying that if

respondents are asked direct questions about what they plan to do, most

likely they will try to say the "right thing" to be viewed in a positive

way, especially when they are asked questions about social issues.

The way questions are constructed and in what order questions are

asked is also important, according to Sheelar. Questions must be worded

and ordered to avoid leading the respondent to the perceived "right"

answer. Another problem is one of data interpretation. Raw numbers may

indicate a result too close to call, but suppositions about which groups

are Likely to have higher voter turnout may lead to a more optimistic view

than is warranted, Sheelar said.2

Both opponents and supporters said the CBS Sports report the Sunday

before the election that charged the NFL planned to pull the 1993 Super

Bowl from the Valley if Arizona voters rejected a King holiday was a major

factor in the outcome.
2 4

On Nov. 14, the PHOENIX GAZETTE reported on a poll done by Earl de

Berge of the Behavior Research Center of Phoenix that showed 6.9 percent

of those who voted "no" on Prop. 302 changed their votes to "no" at the

last minute as a direct result of the CBS Sports report. According to de

Berge, the 6.9 percent equated to 60,000 votes, which was much more than

the margin of defeat. De Berge said voters were upset at the implied

intimidation, and that was the cause of the holiday's failure. The poll

22Interview with Ellen Jacobs, Research Director, PNI, and Judy

Sheelar, Research Manager, PNI, conducted Feb. 27, 1991.

24Ibid.

0 4Flannery, "King Day Narrowly Defeated, Angered Backers Cite Report
on CBS," Phoenix Gazette, Nov. 7, 1990, p. A-I.
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also found that 41 percent of the respondents voted "no" because they

thought state employees did not need another paid holiday.
2 5

Prop. 302 failed by only 17,000 votes, or by a little more than one

percent of the more than one million votes cast. Bob Robb and Earl de

Berge concluded that Prop. 302 was defeated because of the NFL threat,

citing the 60,000 votes they said were changed as a result of the CBS

report. But can the defeat be blamed solely on the NFL's threat to move

the Super Bowl? Or was it a faulty campaign strategy by the MLK BAC?

What really caused Prop. 302 to fail?

The same day the PHOENIX GAZETTE published the findings of the de

Berge poll, it also reported on a poll done by Bruce Merrill of the Media

Research Program at Arizona State University that showed Arizonans over

the age of 55 as well as those living in rural areas voted strongly

against the holiday. Metrill's poll indicated rural counties opposed the

holiday by a 20 point margin, 60 percent to 40 percent. Merrill surmised

there were racial overtones in the elderly vote. He said attitudes toward

race are generational, and older voters are more likely to be intolerant

and to harbor resentment over the civil rights battles of the 1960s.
2 6

Merrill's results also reflected that two other factors led to the

holiday's defeat. First, the two ballot measures split the pro-holiday

vote. He said 63 percent of the respondents voted "yes" on one or both of

the propositions (see Fig. 11). Second, Merrill's poll found the report

on the probable loss of the Super Bowl caused three percent of voters, or

about 30,000 people, to switch from a "yes" vote to a "no" vote on

25Flannery, "Older, Rural Voters Beat King Day, Poll: Thousands
Swayed by NFL," Phoenix Gazette, Nov. 14, 1990, p. A-I.

I 26Ibid.
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Prop. 302 at the last minute. This number was much lower than what de

Berge found, but it was still significant.

How did you vote on Prop. 301 & 302?

301 No 37%
302 No

301 No
302 Yes 36% 301 Yes

302 No 8%

....... . 30 1 Y es
M 302 Yes 19%

Arizona State Univ. statewide poll
November 1990

Figure 11

Three days after the election, the ARIZONA REPUBLIC conducted a poll

of 610 registered voters to try to find a reason for the holiday defeat.

First, voters were asked if they had voted for Prop. 302. The poll found

that respondents under age 35 were big holiday supporters, while those

aged 55-64 went overwhelmingly against the holiday (see Fig. 12).

Did you vote "yes" on Prop. 302?

Age Yes No

Under 35 56% 44%
35 - 54 51 49

55 - 64 43 57

65 or Over 49 51

Arizona Republic statewide poll
November 1990

F/gure 12
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Second, in order to avoid the "right answer" phenomenon previously

described, vcoters were asked why they thought Prop. 302 had been defeated,

rather than asking them why they had voted as they did. Racism and the

NFL threat to mo~ve the Super Bowl were each cited by 21 percent of the

respondents as the main reason the holiday had failed (see Fig. 13).

"Why do you feel Prop. 302
was defeated?

Racism21%
NFL Threat 21-

Too Many Holidays 18
King Not -Deserving 15
Too Expensive 15
Resent Outsiders 8
301/302 Confusion 8

(!(ultple answers accepted)

Arizona Republic statewide poll

November 1990

Figure 13

Many observers think that the rILK PAC campaign run by Bob Robb and

Pick DeGraw and all the business, community, and religious leaders was the

most effective campaign possible. Others believe, however, the campaign

was flawed in its basic premise, and it was the failure to properly define

the problem that caused the holiday to fail.

[The] dismal numbers [in the rural countiesl deconstrate a cain
weakness in the Nelson Ralston Robb campaign: Rural Arizona was
virtually ignored. Beyond a single imailer that targeted rural areas,

few" efrts were aimed there and no crass-roolts efforts at- all. Ro~bb
says he simply never found a "hook" that would cake Prop. 342
relevant to, the out-county masses, whpapparently perceived it as a
business boojn for Phoenix and Tuicson.'

2 7Laake, p. =-.

35C



9- Chuck Coughlin, the senior account executive for Nelson Ralston Robb

who oversaw campaign operations, said pro-holiday supporters were never

able to get rural voters involved. The moral/ethical arguments didn't

work, and arguments about lost conventions and slumping tourism had little

value to people who felt they got little personal benefit from these

things.
2 8

Arnie Zaler was one of the most vocal critics of the MLK BAC campaign

effort. He said the entire philosophy on which the campaign was based

caused the holiday's defeat. Zaler said the campaign never confronted

voters with racism, instead preferring to sidestep this important issue

%nr a less controversial approach. The result, he said, was a campaign

that provided voters with easy excuses not to vote for the holiday.

Accordin, to Zaler, the MLK BAC effort was a campaign waged by business

leaders who were more concerned about the economic impact of the holiday

than they were about the moral issues involved.

Union leader Pat Cantelme thought Robb's approach "made it just too

easy for racists to hide" because the campaign never confronted them with

their racism.
3 0

Members of the MLK BAC said their campaign messages tried to

emphasize the moral argument, as well as emphasizing the economic message

and the need for Arizona to put the controversy behind it.
3 1

Michael O'Neil, president of O'Neil Associates, a Tempe-based public

opinion and marketing research firm, said King forced the country to live

28Flannery, "Older, Rural Voters Beat King Day," p. A-i.

29Flannery, "King Day Narrowly Defeated," p. A-i.

00W0Ibid.

3 1 Ibid.
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up to its stated ideals of justice and equality, yet the Prop. 302

campaign was almost silent on the moral crusade that King helped lead. 4e

said the campaign did not give voters a compelling moral basis for why

they should vote for the holiday.

Proponents of the main Martin Luther King Jr. holiday measure on
last November's ballot not only failed to convince the voter to pass
Prop. 302, they also failed . . . to educate the public about why
this emotionally charged issue is so important.

The bland reminders characteristic of the Prop. 302 campaign to
'Support Civil Rights--Help Arizona' . . . did not give voters a
reason to vote for the holiday. . . . While the proponents of the
measure were careful to avoid making explicit statements about the
likely economic impact of a negative vote, the absence of a
compelling moral statement in favor of the holiday left the
implication that economics was the prime motivation behind the

proposition.
In an attempt to avoid offending anyone, the campaign managed to

strip the King holiday of its moral and ethical underpinnings ....
By focusing so exclusively on the need to avoid offending anyone, it
became difficult to remember what the campaign stood for. Thus, when
faced with a last-minute threat from the NFL, the most salient
ethical issue for many voters became, 'Let's not let them tell us
what to do!'

Proponents also failed to make clear why an unpaid Sunday
remembrance day was inadequate. . . . It is precisely the legacy of
a 'separate, but equal/back of the bus' history that makes any+ing
that smacks of a second-class holiday particularly unsuitable.

As t'1 moral message hits at the treatment of minorities, were

minorities, who make up about 20 percent of Arizona's population and who

most thought would be the natural constinuency for a Martin Luther King

holiday, taken for granted? Can the holiday defeat be blamed on a failure

to reach minority voters?

Even DeGraw, who was responsible for reaching the minority

population, admitted rural Hispanics and, also, Native Americans, weren't

reached by a statewide campaign that vitually ignored them.3 3  Despite his

'Michael J. O'Neil, "King Day Deserves a Better Airing," Arizona

Republic, March 17, 1991, p. C-i.

33Laake, p. 22.
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efforts, a look at election figures in Maricopa County shows that in the

minority voting districts turnout was essentially the same as it was in

the 1988 election. In one regard, that was a positive sign because 1988

was a presidential election year, and voter turnout is usually higher than

in the off years. But, at the same time, it wasn't as high as expected.

Prop. 302 was the one issue that could have resulted in a "truly

extraordinary turnout among minorities." But that is not what happened.34

While the minority turnout in urban Maricopa and Pima counties on

Election Day was equal to that of the most recent presidential election,

the'same wasn't true in the rural counties of Arizona. In these

out-counties, which are composed heavily of Native American and Hispanic

voters, turnout dropped between 4 and 11 percent.

Tommy Espinoza, a prominent Hispanic businessman in the Valley, said

the campaign never addressed the concerns of the Hispanic community.

Organizers should have been willing to 'go beyond the norm of
politics'--the phoning, signs, commercials on Spanish-speaking radio--
and strive to perceive the real obstacles. . . . His community in
large part is composed of older, conservative Hispanics and others
who don't identify with King. These. folks aren't wealthy, and they
believed their taxes would increase if they gave state employees
another paid holiday. . . . What was needed, he says, was the
recruitment of admired Hispmpic leaders to carry the message of civil
rights to their own people.

As for the black community, Rep. Art Hamilton was disappointed that

minority voters did not vote in anywhere near the numbers that they could

have on this important issue. The root of the problem, said Hamilton, is

that members of the small black community in Phoenix and around the state

perceive themselves as being powerless. The black community is not well

organized, according to Hamilton; there are only the churches to rally

34 Laake, p. 26.

35 Laake, p. 30.
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black voters. The ultimate problem, Hamilton said, was that blacks knew

if they wanted Martin Luther King to be honored, they had to deliver him

into white hands. That was something they were reluctant to do.
36

Many people continue to blame the NFL and the Super Bowl controversy

for the holiday's failure. While the polls done by de Berge, Merrill, and

the ARIZONA REPUBLIC differ in their measurement of the extent to which

the NFL factor affected the outcome of the election, even the most

conservative of these estimates was enough to turn the outcome against the

holiday.

Another significant factor in the holiday's defeat was the rejection

of Prop. 302 by older voters as well as voters in the rural counties.

To what extent minorities voted for or against the holiday is

unknown, however, it is known that turnout among minorities on Nov. 6 was

much lower than in 1988.

Two competing holiday propositions on the election ballot undoubtedly

confused some voters and also split the pro-holiday vote. Merrill's poll

found 63 percent voted for one or both of the propositions.

Finally, both pro-King and anti-holiday groups said the vote of

Nov. 6 produced no clear mandate for or against an eventual King holiday.

The outcme was clear that Arizonans do not want King Day at the expense

of Columbus Day, and they do not favor King Day as an eleventh paid

holiday for state employees.

Did the MLK BAC misjudge their audience? By the only measure that

really counts, the MLK BAC campaign was a failure--Arizona does not have a

King holiday.

36Laake, p. 30.
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Sec tion 4

The Aftermath

As the pollsters and pundits scrambled to figure out just what had

happened on- Nov. 6, holiday supporters began to look to the future, to

search for ways to right the wrong that had been done to the state by the

election day setback. Some called for immediate action by the governor to

establish a holiday by executive order. Others wanted lawmakers to

address the holiday question during the special legislative session in

December which had been scheduled to set a date and create rules for the

gubernatorial run-off election. One group wanted a special election in

1-991 to allow voters to decide. Another favored a plan whereby an interim

holiday would be enacted immediately by the legislature and voters would

make the final decision in the November 1992 general election. Business

and civic readers favored the interim holiday idea.

Gov. Mofford, two days after the defeat, ruled out making any quick

moves to establish a King holiday. She said she had no intention of

establishing a holiday by executive order or of calling a special sassion

of the legislature to deal with the issue. Key legislative leaders said

no action on the King holiday was likely to be taken until the regular

session of the legislature convened on Jan. 14, 1991. 3

37,Steve Yozwiak and Ed Foster, "Mofford Balks on King Day Vow,"
Arizona Reoublic, Nov. 10, 1990, p. A-i.
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Reveling in their victory, holiday opponents insisted any decision to

enact a holiday must be made by voters. They vowed to launch an effort to

recall any legislator who tried to circumvent the voters' decision.38

And what did the voters think? Research by O'Neil Associates found

that 49 percent of Valley residents thought the failure of the holiday

would result in great harm to the state's image and economy. Another 31

percent thought it would be somewhat damaging. Seventeen percent of those

polled said the holiday's defeat would have no effect. So, voters, who

rejected the King holiday on Election Day, apparently now saw that

39
rejection as causing damage to Arizona.

-Carl Nicholson, a member of the pro-holiday group UNITY that had

recently disbanded, took out petitions on Nov. 16 with the aim of putting

the federal King holiday model on the 1992 election ballot. Nicholson's

new group was called Arizonans for King Recognition.

Rev. Warren Stewart announced the formation of a grass-roots

campaign, called Victory '91--600,000 for MLK. This group's goal was to

bring the holiday to a vote in a special election in 1991. Stewart was

backed by a loose coalition of religious and black leaders.

Legal scholars said it would be difficult, if not impossible, to get

a public vote in 1991. Andrew Gordon, an attorney at the Phoenix law firm

of Lewis & Roca, said the Arizona Constitution provides that referendums

and initiatives are to be voted on "at the next regular general

election." He said courts had ruled that special elections do not fall

into the category of an election allowed by the law. Paul Bender, former

r Venita Hawthorne James, et al, "'King/Civil Rights Day' Vote
Urged," Arizona Republic, Nov. 16, 1990, p. A-I.

39 Gn Creno, "Many Think King Day Flap Will Hurt State," Phoenix
Gazette, Dec. 6, 1990, P. 2-7.
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dean of the Arizona State University College of Law, disagreed. He

believed the gubernatorial runoff election to be held in early 1991

qualified as a general election under the meaning of the state

40
constitution.

The legal debate was irrelevant, however. The lame-duck legislature

would have had to act during the special session that was held to create

rules for the run-off election. As the legislature convened for the

special session, there was little chance the holiday would be added to the

agenda and to no one's surprise the King Day question was not considered.

At the time, Rep. Art Hamilton, a leader in the pro-holiday effort,

was pessimistic about the holiday's chances:

As a practical matter, as a political matter, I don't believe it
[special election] is doable. And I am convinced if we cannot do it
in the run-off, it is simply not doable--in terms of a public vote--
until '92.

Putting it on the ballot is not my first preference, but I
certainly think there ijIa consensus that it will have to be approved
by a vote of the folks.

One month after the election, Gov. Mofford, in a special column

written for the ARIZONA REPUBLIC, appealed to Arizonans.

[The defeat). . . had far more to do with the economics of an
extra paid holiday for state employees and general confusion over two
competing ballot propositions E301 and 302] than it did with racism
or the Super Bowl ....

In Arizona, a vast majority of citizens already celebrate the
King holiday. Several of our largest cities . . . have enacted paid
holidays. So, too, have the three state universities, two counties,
many school districts and numerous corporations, banks and small
businesses. Most have chosen to honor the holiday by utilizing the
federal model that combines the holidays of George Washington's
birthday with that of Abraham Lincoln, thereby allowing for the King
holiday, but without adding to the total number of holidays.

The federal model is the one we should enact in Arizona. On
Nov. 6, the voters of this state rejected an additional holiday for

4 0Flannery, "King Day Initiative Launched, Vote Called Unliely

Before '92 Election," ?hoeniy Ga-ette, Nov. 1S, 1990, p. A-I.

4 1 Ibid.
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state employees and have said that the Columbus Day holiday should be0 retained. The federal model meets both of these criteria .... I
am opposed to the so-called menu plan. . . . Such a plan would be
costly, create unnecessary administrative problems, and would add
still greater controversy to this issue ...

The legislature cannot hide from its responsibility t1 address
this issue- . . . The time for action is now, not next year- . . .

Some may believe that Arizona already has a Martin Luther King
holiday--observed as an unpaid, Sunday holiday. This view is not
accurate. Former Gov. Evan Mecham issued a standard proclamation in
1987 to implement that observance ...

The Sunday King proclamation, in alition to being largely
ignored, has no force or effect of law.

In making her appeal directly to the people of Arizona, Mofford had

-not changed her position--she favored the federal model, and she favored

immediate action. However, she did not offer any suggestion on how the

holiday should be enacted or if it should be referred to voters.

On Dec. 6, the PHOENIX GAZETTE reported that the governor was

proposing to ask the legislature to give her power to enact a paid King

holiday by executive order on an interim basis until the question could be

43put before voters in November 1992. The governor denied she was

considering an executive order. The following week, she canceled a

meeting scheduled with key lawmakers, dooming holiday hopes for 190.

On New Year's Eve, Stewart's group, now called Victory Together--One

Clear Choice, announced a new petition drive with the goal of enacting a

:ing holiday following the federal model by a vote of the people. The

group called the menu plan unacceptable. Community, business, religills,

and "ducational groups that former/ we-o aligned with the MLK BAC eff-ort

supported this new group which stressed grass-roots involvement and

ethical, not economic, considerations.

Rose Mofford, "For the People of Arizona, Still Some Unfinished
Business," Arizona Republic, Dec. 9, 1990, p. F-1.

43F!aimary, "Mofford Considering King Day 'Tast Drive,'" Phoenix
Gazette, Dec. 6, 1990, p. A-I.
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On Jan. 21, 1991, 25,000 people participated in the sixth annual

march on the federal holiday in honor of King's 'iirthday, the largest King

observance ever in Arizona. March organizers called on the legislature to

give voters "one clear choice" on the 1992 general election ballot.

As the state's 40th legislature convened on Jan. 14, 1991, lawmakers

considered their holiday options--enact a holiday law outright by two-

thirds vote of the legislature, thus avoiding the possibility of a

referendum, or send the question back to voters in 1991 by special

election or in 1992 by the regular general election. With the addition of

four presumably pro-King Democrats to the Senate and the loss of several

strident holiday foes, the 20 votes necessary for a two-thirds majority

did not seem out of reach. In the House, the May 1990 35-vote majority

appeared to be enhanced by no more than one or two, short of the 40

needed. The only viable alternative appeared to be to shoot for the 1992

ballot, which would eliminate the issue of the perceived NFL extortion

threat and the unseemly appearance of rushing to overturn the voters'

decision.

A resolution that would put the King holiday on the 1992 ballot was

introduced in the Senate Government and Public Safety Committee. The

proposed bill wo ld follow the federal model, combining Washington's and

Lincoln's birthdays into Lincoln-Washington Presidents' Day and creating a

paid King Day.

Most lawmakers thought the issue should be put before voters again in

1992, but many also wanted to establish a one-time paid King Day for state

employees in January 1992 in the interim. Some feared that because voters

rejected a paid holiday in November 1990, an interim holiday would anger

them and possibly lead to a defeat of the holiday in the 1992 general

election.
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Leaders of both parties in the Democrat-dominated Senate believed the

bill, which included an interim holiday for 1992, would pass easily. They

also believed there were eno'ugh votes to get an identical bill through the

Republican-controlled House, however, the bill had not yot been intro'duced

there. 4

To assess the mood of voters to'ward the King holiday controversy in

light of the election defeat and the continued debate, the ARIZONA

REPUBLIC conducted a poll of 642 registered voters in mid-January 1991.

Of those polled, a majority of voters did not want the legislature to do

anything in 1991, although the differential between those against any

action and bhose favo:ring it was no:t large (see Fig. 14).

Should the legislature create a paid
MLK state holiday this year?

Yes

Don't Know
S2%

No40
54%'

Arizona Republic statewide poll
January 1991

Figure 14

When as! ed, "if the 1-gizIaturs czeae a-adKngsol

its actio'n also be eeferred t; tha vols~ in 1*392 for approavaM?" voters,

overwhelmningly said they should imake ths, lima 'eisc (za- Fig~. 15).

44Foster, "Push ia :n for !.-Ti~re :%<rg Holiday in 192,"5 kri~ora
Rgsvuhic, Jan. 20, 191,1, p. A-I-'



Finally, voters were asked for their opinions on various proposals

for creating a paid King holiday. Results reflected a clear mandate

against an extra paid holiday. Voters were evenly split on their views of

the federal model, while a majority liked a menu plan where state workers

choose from a list of holidays that includes a King Day (see Fig. 16).

If the legislature creates a paid MLK
holiday this year, should the action

be referred to voters in 1992?

Yes Don't Know
74%. 1%

No
25%

Arizona Republic statewide poll
January 1991

Figure 15

There are various legislative proposals
for creating a paid MLK holiday. Do

you support or oppose these options?
Don't

Support Oppose Know

Create President's Day 48% 49% 3%
and MLK Day

Create MLK Day as 29% 69% 2%
11th paid holiday

Allow state employees 66% 31% 3%
to choose from a
menu including
an MLK Day

Arizona Republic statewide po11
January 1991

Figure 16
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Polls released by Earl de Berge of the Behavior Research Center of

Phoenix and Bruce Merrill of the Media Research Program at Arizona State

University indicate voters support the federal model by a 2-1 margin. in

the de Berge and Merrill polls, the federal model was explained to

respondents, and they were told the federal government celebrates a King

holiday and one holiday for Washington and Lincoln together. The de Berge

poll also mentioned the federal model was used by other states.

On the other hand, the REPUBLIC poll done by Ellen Jacobs and her

staff did not mention the federal holiday or what other states did. The

REPUBLIC poll did say state employees currently get 10 paid holidays, but

the de Serge and Merrill polls did not.

All three pollsters said they believed voters may be less willing to

support the King holiday if they are told the number of holidays state

workers now celebrate. Ellen Jacobs also said voters are more willing to

vote for the holiday when they are told it follows the federal model. She

said the floating holiday option would not have received as much support

if voters had been told a menu of holidays would result in added costs.

On Jan. 16, 1991, the att ntton of the state, the nation, and the

world focused on the Persian Gulf as U.S. and coalition air forces began

the massive bombing campaign that kicked off Operation Desert Storm.

Yet, an ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll done after the war began found that 15

percent of Arizonans said the King holiday question was the most important

issue facing the state while the economy was the #1 concern named by 24

percent of the respondents. Education and taxes were well behind in third

and fourth places at eight and three percent, respectively.

4Steve Yozwiak, "Votrs in Ps.l Want Last Siy :n Qg Day," Arizona

Republic, Jan. 21, 19"?, p. 2-:.
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In the meantime, what has the continuing deba,,e and the controversy

0 it has wrought cost Arizona?

T he day after the election, NFL commissioner Paul Tagliabue announced

he would recommend that owners vote to move the 1993 Super Bowl from

Ph-oenix in the "best interests of the league." If the owners agreed to

relocate the game (the owner's vote was scheduled for mid-March), Phoenix

would be the first city to lose the league championship game. Phoenix

Super Bowl organizers estimated that with the loss of the game, the Valley

would sacrifice $2.00 million in revenue. 4 6

Aside from the Super 3owl, the president of the Phoenix% and Valley of

the Sun Visitors and Convention Bureau estimated that losses of up to $1223

million were likely because of the absence of the King holiday. 4_7By

early January, six conventions, including the National Leagd.e o-F Cities,

had canceled because o:f the "no" vote, causing a 1oss of revenue est-imated

at $7 million, according to the Convention Bureau.'

In addition, tVhe NBA announced it would not award any events to

Phoenix including its annual meetings and the All-Star Game. The Council

of Independent Collage Presidents, an organization of college presidents

that represents half of the nation's liberal arts institutions, vo",ed t

boycott Arizona.

Softening the blow somewhat, the Episcopal Chur-ch announced its

46 Flannery, "King Day Narrowly IDefeated, Angered Sackers Cite Report
by CBS,", Phoenix Gazette, Nov. 7, 1'30, p. A-1.

-cdie- Snyder and Dawn Silbertson, "Tourism. Officia'ls Fear L ss: May
Cost 'Millions, King Vote Shock lWaves," Phoenix Gazette, Nov. 8, 13920,
p. A-1.

4 8 :.:toria Har!ker, "Co:llags Prasidents to ?oycott 3S-tae .:c
Supp.;:.:';s Ki.,g Nkoliday at, Va11-y MiinAriz:=.a legrutlic, Jan. 5,:?:
P. 3:



general convention, a neeting that is expected to dr-aw -1,* people,

would come I%.: ?N-

:n erlyYsb.:r, th lei au-sand the entire state wer2 rocked

by revelations of A far-r'ea -hifg invasti-gztion tat Slat' .2rs.oaied at !.east

seven lawmakers in a wab :.f fraud and influence p=eddling. Dutbed AT-Scan,

the investigation threatened to ti.e usp the legislature for inon-ths,

relegating the King holiday and every other concern to the background,

while ethics hearings and criminal proceedi;ngs took center stage.

On March 6, Fife Symington was swo~rn in as governor. Symington

supported a King holiday structured after the federal observance, bust he

was opposed to an iLnteriz holiday because it would viola-te the intent

voters expressed in November." ^

On March 7, there came a surprise amove after intense behind-the-

scanes lobbyiing by busiLness and comamun-Ity leaders: The Senalte Government

ComnittIee voted 7-2 to refer the King holiday resolution to utefl

Senate for consideratilon. The measure called for a 1SK32 gerneral election

vote that wcould merae the Lincoln and WashiLngton birthdays into a

Linc.oln/Washington Presidents' Day on the tird I!ndin inr Februar,' and

w;ould create a :!a-'tin. uther Kin; Jr. . 1Ci 2;ights Day or. the t-hi;rd nday

in anuary. -Me reso:IutioL:-n did not includo an v:---- in a

J7anuary,. !S32. cirdais later, t%=- CsL-t Ru.les C.zite t'

.hen, on March 12, after ny a prfunc:ori :zzi!ttze heari, t!he

-..assed o ut :-f ~:a in Senate. he a ur a.s potdy 23



Democrats and 17 Republicans, and it was *-cPPosed by 11 Roepublicans. The

seven lawmakers involved in tie AzSca,- proce2dings C. not vote.

The action came as Phoeni:x officials prepared to fend off a bid by

NFL owners to move the 1903 Super Bow] from the Valley. The NFL decision

was scheduled to be made the following week. King .0liday opponents

called the legislature's action an attempt to play up to NFL interests.
5 0

The argument became academic, however, whEn the NFL did, in fact, vote to

move the Super Bowl from Phoenix.

Some legislators expressed concern that their effort to put the King

holiday on the 1992 ballot would wind up competing with voter initiatives

by pro-King groups. But -House Minority Leader Art Hamilton said the

resolution approved by the House was a version agreed to by key King Day

supporters in the black and business communities. However, he added,

"There is no way to assure this will'be the only issue on the ballot,

[but] what I think it does . . . 's obviate the need for An initiative. 51

Soy. Symington said that by putting the holiday on the ballot, "We

-sure the public's right to vote on the issue. We protect 'people's

democratic rights. 52

Culmina-ing five days of frenetic activity, on March 13, the Senate,

voted 25-4 to put the proposal for the King holiday or. the 1992 bal lot.

Because the measure was enacted as a resolution, it will go directly on

,he '- ..... -:vernoc's signature is not required. -" ras,:.'tin z

scppcrted by 1S Uem,_-.crats and 9 Republicans, and it dac --ppr_-.sod t fz-..:

Steve Yozwiak and H. ...... Vra ~ t

in B" .avo 9'' Super Bowl," Arizona Republic, March 12', 1991, p. A-1.

Ibid.
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Republicans. One senator did not participate in the vote because cf his

0 AzScam indictment.

Carl Nicholson, whose group Arizonans for King Recognition was

gathering signatures to put a voter--initiated holiday pro:position on the

ballot, said he would probably discontinue the petition drive. Nicholson

had previously appealed to the legislature not to act on the holiday. He

acknowledged it would only hurt the holiday's chances if there were two

issues on the ballot.
5 3

Steve Roman, who was co-chairman of the MLK BAC, denied that concern

over the possible loss of the Super Bowl at the upcoming NFL meetings was

the motivation behind the holiday push. Roman said, "It is absolutely not

the driving force. We want it completely separate from the Super Bowl."

Roman said that right after the November election, the House leadership

had decided to deal with the holiday question as soon as possible after

the Feb. 25 run-off election.

The events of mid-March 1991 made it clear that enactment of a King

holiday before November 1992 will not happen. The fight for a paid state

holiday in Arizona honoring Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. has been going on

since 1972, and holiday suppo;ters, who managed a mal. *ict, ry zn March

0 fter - . feat in November 1990, have vowed to !:p ,.....,

pointing toward the 1992 general election.

7 "sta, "King Day .fl.cia / :r. 2' '1" Meeting on
Super Bowl, I Looms," Ariz-na Republic, March 3, 1991, p. !

54 bid.
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Sectionr 5

Phoenirk:x Ne-wspapers and the- HioIliday

Early in the fight for a holiday in Arizona commemorating Dr. Martin

Luther King Jr., Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. took a leading role. Working

both behind the scenes lobbying the legislature and out-in-front chairin6

the Super Bowl '93 Committee, the company's top management saw a state

paid holiday honor'ng King as important to the city of Phoenix and the

state of Arizona.

Throughout the past decade, the King controversy was one of the

biggest news stories in Arizona. The ARIZONA REPUBLIC, the PHOENIX

GAZETTE, and, to a lesser extent, the ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE reported in

great detail on every'development affecting the holiday. These newspapers

also represented the conscience of the public, pushing and prodding on the

editorial pages to encourage debate and pointing out what they believed to

be best for Arizona.

Phoenix Newspapers, Inc., the company that publishes these three

newspapers, is a publicly-held company that is part of Central Newspapers,

Inc. of Indiana. The ARIZONA REPUBLIC, a daily morning newspaper and the

largest paper in Arizona, is considered the state newspaper of Arizona.

The PHOENIX GAZETTE, an afternoon paper, is published Monday through

Saturday. The combined daily circulation of the ARIZONA REPUBLIC and the

PHOENIX GAZETTE places them among the top 15 newspapers in the country.

These two newspapers have been published in Arizona for more than 100
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years. The third -paper, the ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE, is a weekly

business newspaper.

PNI's active role in the King debate leads to the question, What is a

newspaper's role in the community? Can a newspaper be objective in news

reporting, while at the same time taking a position on events being

reported?

Dill Shover, the Director of Public Affairs for Phoenix Newspapers,

Inc., has held his position for more than 28 years, and he has been a part

of many initiatives on behalf of the company, including the King holiday

effort.

Shover said a newspaper's role is the same as it has always been--a

newspaper must, first and foremost, be the voice of truth. He also said a

major newspaper like the ARIZONA REPUBLIC or the PHOENIX GAZETTE must be a

leader--it must take the point on the big issues that are of interest to

the public. For that reason, said Shover, a newspaper must know its

community well so that it can do what is right in the public interest.

A newspaper has to be mercenary because it is a business and it
must make money to survive. It also should be a missionary--a leader
in the community. Phoenix Newspapers are represented in every major
organization in the city. There is a lot of emphasis on public
affairs and community relations here, more so than at other papers.
We believe the public is important.

The newspapers have hard decisions to make in determining what
is it that the public wants and what causes they should get behind.
Phoenix Newspapers have been part of every major effort in the city
in the last 28 years: the Fiesta Bowl, the USS Arizona anchor and
mast, the Super Bowl, the King holiday, major league sports, to name
a few. If the paper had not gotten into the Martin Luther King
holiday effort, it would have died two years ago.

The MLK effort started as an economic necessity to ensure
Phoenix was awarded the 1993 Super Bowl. But we've converted to the
cause. Arizona needs a King holiday because it's the right thing to
do. It doesn't matter what one's motives are; the holiday is best
for the community and for Arizona.

55All citings in this section attributed to Bill Shover are from an
interview conducted with him on Octoh:r 5, 1990.
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Shover said the philosophy of Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. can be

attributed to the beliefs instilled in the company by Eugene C. Pulliam,

who bought the papers in 1946 and served as publisher until his death in

1975. According to Shover, Pulliam published a memorandum to all

employees when he first took over that said, in part:

The first duty of citizenship is useful service to one's
community, and [the paper] wants to be a good citizen. The people of
[this state] can count on it when there is a worthy work of any sort
to be done.

While the paper's standing in the community is of prime concern, said

Shover, the publisher of Phoenix Newspapers does not influence the news

department's reporting. There is a fine line, according tc Shover, but

the company never uses news stories to advance a particular position.

Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. had been one of the first major businesses

in the Valley to grant employees King Day off as a paid holiday. And, on

the eve of Election Day in a letter to PNI employees published in the

company newsletter, John P. Zanotti, publisher and chief executive officer

of PNI, urged members of the company to participate in the upcoming

election and to pay particular attention to Prop. 302 (see Appendix E).

While he stopped short of calling on employees to vote in favor of Prop.

302, Zanotti referred to the ballot as an opportunity for Arizonans to

"vote on a paid holiday for state employees, to honor our civil rights."

In his letter to employees , Zanotti also talked about the positions

taken by the ARIZONA REPUBLIC and the PHOENIX GAZETTE on the issue after

"exhaustive and thorough research." While both newspapers had taken

strong pro-holiday editorial stances in the months leading up to the

election, neither paper had started out as a supporter of a paid holiday.

As the holiday was being debated in the U.S. Congress in the summer

0of 1983, the ARIZONA REPUBLIC supported the federal holiday, but took
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Congress to task for its motives, calling the Republican holiday effort

mere politics, a ploy to gain minority support.

The REPUBLIC editorial department was silent on King Day until May

1986 when it came out in support of Gov. Babbitt's executive order, but

did not take a stand for or against the holiday, saying instead the debate

was tainted by racism.

In November 1986, the REPUBLIC announced it was against Gov.-elect

Mecham's pledge to rescind the King holiday, and the following month, it

said the courts should decide the legality of former Gov. Babbitt's

executive order. If the order was ruled illegal, the REPUBLIC preferred

legislative action over a voter referendum.

Again calling on the legislature to decide the issue in January 1987,

the paper said the holiday argument should not be framed as a paid holiday

versus an unpaid holiday, but on the merits of a King holiday alone.

Saying the controversy posed an economic threat to the state, the REPUBLIC

feared Mecham's proposal to refer the issue to voters in the next general

election would unwisely delay solution.

On Feb. 28, 1988, while lauding the legislature's action in defeating

a holiday ballot bill that would have referred the holiday question to a

public vote, the REPUBLIC called Mecham's Sunday proclamation a token

observance. For the first time, the paper editorially came out in favor

of a paid state holiday honoring King, a holiday modeled after the federal

observance.

Over the next two years, REPUBLIC editorials repeatedly criticized

Senate Republicans for procedural maneuvers that blocked all votes on a

King holiday bill.

When Gov. Mofford finally called for a special session of the

legislature to vote on a holiday in September 1989, the REPUBLIC, after
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earlier ripping Mofford for inactivity, lauded her action. Calling the

economic damage caused by the controversy considerable and saying the

state's image had been tarnished, the REPUBLIC said it was the effo:'rts of

the business community and the possibility of the Super Bowl that broke

the impasse.

After the legislature created King Day and canceled Columbus Day, the

REPUBLIC expressed fear there was the potential for an ugly campaign as

King haters joined with Columbus Day supporters to force a holiday

referendum. Advancing a position it would trumpet time and again in the

coming months, the REPUBLIC renewed its opposition to a ballot decision

and said the legislature should repeal the law and establish King Day

either in the federal mold or by creating an eleventh paid state holiday,

thereby invalidating the referendum.

After the legislature passed the new law in May 1990 creating King

Day and preserving Columbus Day, the REPUBLIC lauded Mofford and the work

of business, labor, education, and religious leaders in lobbying for the

law. The paper also addressed the concerns of the anti--King faction

saying the legislature's action allowed plenty of time for holiday

opponents to mount a new referendum campaign.

In August when it was clear there would be a fall referendum, the

REPUBLIC could not believe Arizonans sought pariah status for their state

or begrudged black Americans their rights. The paper, in recommending

passage of Prop. 302, was also concerned that an indifferent majority

would allow the holiday to be defeated.

In an editorial published the day after the election, the REPUB'.!C

said voters had spoken overwhelmingly against the Columbus/'* ing swap, but

were less distinct on the King holiday by itself in that the tehin margin,

-4 defeat was hardly a mandate against a holiday .:,f some !,ind. The ? .r
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called on holiday opponents and supporters to work out a compromise for

the good of the state. The REPUBLIC also said the NFL may have had a hand

in the holiday's defeat and the decision to move the Super Bowl was a

hasty one. A cartoon by REPUBLIC editorial cartoonist Scott Stantis

published on Nov. 8 attributing the holiday's defeat to racism echoed the

opinion shared by many who lamented the election result (see Appendix F).

REPUBLIC editorial writers ended 1990 by saying the holiday issue was

not dead. They added that the vote was not decisive, and whatever was

eventually done by the legislature must go to the voters for approval.

Finally, they reiterated a Sunday proclamation does not befit King; a paid

holiday was the appropriate honor.

The PHOENIX GAZETTE, although slower to editorially support a paid

state King holiday than the REPUBLIC, eventually became a vocal critic of

the legislature for its inactivity and the anti-King holiday faction for

its efforts to prevent the holiday from taking effect.

In August 1983, the GAZETTE's editorial position mirrored that of the

REPUBLIC, saying King's dream was being co-opted Py a liberal coalition

eager to capitalize on the credibility of the civil rights movement with

minority voters. The GAZETTE later said that although it was nothing but

politics that got the King federal holiday passed by Congress, the holiday

could serve as a reminder of America's diverse heritage.

T :-ie GAZETTE, too, 4as silent on the hnoliday unti the spring of 192E

when the paper said Babbitt's -2%ecutive order creating Kirng Day oas

poljitcally motivated, bu. that King deserved to be honored. In November,

the GAZETTE called Mecham's vow to rescind the order insensitive, and said

he should let the legislature decide the issue, Then, in June'1937, the

GAZETTE said Mecham's rescission of the holiday didn'; rC:;?n he was racist

and called his Sunda/ proclamation a perfect solution to the controversy.
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In March 1988, by calling for a ballot vote to decide the issue and

saying it was not a disgrace to honor King with a Sunday holiday, the

GAZETTE took a position opposite of that of the REPUBLIC. But, on

Jan. 16, 1989, the GAZETTE reversed its stance by saying the debate had

been over irrelevant side issues; a Sunday holiday was inadequate; the

state must have a paid King holiday--that will send an unmistakable

message that Arizona is not racist.

In appealing that the case for the King holiday should be made on

moral grounds, not economic ones, the GAZETTE, in the summer of 1989,

foretold the outline the debate would take over the following year. The

paper said there were more important reasons than business interests for

enacting a King holiday. Its plea--it is the right thing to do--was to

become the rallying cry for the pro-King holiday forces.

While lauding the legislature for finally creating a paid King

holiday, the GAZETTE said the effort to repeal the holiday was hopelessly

linked to racism and should not continue. At the same time, the paper

said the issue would be moot if the legislature would follow the federal

government's lead, but they had had that opportunity for years and could

not get it right.

From :unwaary to April 1990, tLe SAZETTE first called on t:.e

legislature to act, then favored a proposal to put a King question on the

tallot, and then reversed itself yet again calling on the legislature to

act because a referendm promised more divisiveness.

A GAZETTE editorial would again prove to be prophetic when, in August

1990, the paper said that confusion is the newest adversary for the

holiday because of the two competing holiday ballot propositions.

In September, t;e GAZETTE said that although polls showed the .utormi

was uncertain, a majority of voters suppported a paid King holiday. It
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also said the passage of Prop. 302 would show that Arizona is progressiveis
and willing to work for a better tomorrow.

When, on the Sunday before the election, CBS News reported on the

holoiday/Super Bowl link, the GAZETTE said the NFL Super Bowl tie to the

King holiday was nothing new. The paper called the game a minor issue and

not the reason people should vote for the holiday. Again sounding a

prophetic note, the GAZETTE speculated that some voters would probably

vote against the holiday because of the perceived threat.

After the election, the paper took an optimistic stance. Stating

that Arizona was not racist, the paper said the vote could have easily

gone the other way. The GAZETTE added that the issue was not dead--the

state would eventually have a holiday.

Unlike the ARIZONA REPUBLIC and the PHOENIX GAZETTE, the ARIZONA

BUSINESS GAZETTE did not address the holiday editorially on a regular

basis through the years. However, from late 1986 on, the ABG favored a

legislative solution to the King holiday controversy. The ABG did not

come out in support of the holiday until December 1989.

As the positions taken on the papers' editorial'pages evolved through

the years, so too did the volume of reportage in the ARIZONA REPUBLIC and

the PHOENIX GAZETTE ebb and flow as the K'ing holiday controversy

developed.

In the five /ear period beginning in January 1986 and running through

December 1990, 1,595 articles, columns, letters to the editor, and

editorials appeared in the ARIZONA REPUBLIC, PHOENIX GAZETTE, and ARIZONA

BUSINESS GAZETTE. Too few items appeared in the ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE

to draw any meaningful conclusions about its coverage of the King holiday,

however its numbers appear with those of the REPUBLIC and GAZETTE in the

detailed charts in AppendiL G.
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Almost one-half of the total items that appeared in the three

newspapers were published in 1990, the penultimate year in terms of the

holiday debate. The year with the next largest number of stories (about

one fifth) was 1987, when Gov. Evan Mecham rescinded former Gov. Bruce

Babbitt's executive order establishing a paid state King holiday.

The PHOENIX GAZETTE consistently saw the King issue as major front

page news to a greater extent than did the ARIZONA REPUBLIC with the

exception of 1988. That year, the REPUBLIC gave front page coverage to

the holiday effort on a greater frequency, although the number of stories

appearing in both papers was far less than in other years. On the other

hand, REPUBLIC columnists had more to say about the holiday than did their

counterparts on the GAZETTE staff.

The ARIZONA REPUBLIC was the first of the papers to come out

editorially in favor of a paid state holiday honoring King. On Feb. 28,

1988, the REPUBLIC's lead editorial called for the adoption a paid King

holiday to mirror the federal commemoration. Previously, the paper had

supported some type of honor but had stopped short of recommending what

type of holiday should be enacted.

It was not until Jan. 16, 1989 that a PHOENIX GAZETTE editorial

announced the paper's support for a paid state holiday, saying a Sunday

proclamation was not a sufficient honor for King. However, the GAZETTE

did not specify a particular plan for creating the paid holiday as the

REPUBLIC had done.

Comparing coverage in the REPUBLIC and the GAZETTE in 1990 before and

after the Nov. 6 election, definite differences in the treatment of the

news are apparent. While the GAZETTE maintained a front page focus on the

holiday story throughout the year, the REPUBTLC shifted its :-v rg

significantly from the front pages to elsewhere in the paper, primarily
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the sports pages. Following the holiday's defeat, the REPUBLIC's analysis

of the vote's economic and political fallout shared center stage with the

impact there would be on the Super Bowl and the New Year's Day Sunkist

Fiesta Bowl. As a result, placement of articles on the holiday in the

REPUBLIC saw a shift from the front pages to the sport pages.

Over the five-year period of detailed analysis, more letters to the

editor voicing opposition to the King holiday appeared on the editorial

pages of the REPUBLIC and the GAZETTE than the ones supporting it.

Considered together, 1986 was the only year when there was even close to a

50-50 split, with 46 percent favoring the holiday and 49 percent against

the holiday. The largest margin of difference was seen in 1987 when only

24 percent of the letters published were pro-holiday and 65 percent were

against it. From 1988 on, the percentage of anti-holiday letters

appearing in the GAZETTE exceeded that of the REPUBLIC by a wide margin.

Interestingly, in the weeks following the election, the GAZETTE

published a slightly higher percentage of anti-holiday letters and a much

higher percentage of pro-holiday letters than before the election, both at

the expense of letters neutral in stance. On the other hand, the REPUBLIC

ran lower percentages of pro- and anti-holiday letters, running more

letters that dealt with the issue without taking a specific stand on the

holiday. About one fifth of the letters published in both papers after

the election expressed concern about the NFL's black.mail of Arizona voters

in threatening to pull the 1993 Super Bowl if the holiday was defeated.

Comparing the evolution of the newspapers' support of the King

holiday on the editorial pages to the number and placement of articles and

letters published through the /ears, the pro-holiday position taken by

Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. did not appear to translate to increased

re;portage or more favorable placament of pro-h,-liday a In
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addition, a subjective analysis of letters to the editcr published in the

REPUBLIC and GAZETTE indicated the newspapers went to great lengths to

feature opinions on both sides of the holiday question.

The ARIZONA REPUBLIC and the PHOENIX GAZETTE were not supporters of a

paid state holiday in the beginning, preferring instead to focus on the

process rather than the result. However, once the decision was made to

back the King holiday, both newspapers were vocal and persistent in their

editorial support.

The 1993 Super Bowl is gone and the 1996 game has been tentatively

awarded to Phoenix. Already stories have been published speculating that

the 1996 -c: .jas granted on the condition the King holiday would be

passed by voters in 1992. It seems the controversy will continue and the

newspapers will, most assuredly, cover this important story. Almost as

sure, PNI will continue its support of the holiday, as the company has

been an integral part of the Super Bowl effort and also sees the holiday

as a necessity for Arizona's future.
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Appendix A

~Chronology

Dr. Martin Luather King Jr.
State Holiday

in Arizona

This chronology is a record of the effort in the state of Arizona to
create a paid state holiday in honor of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. as it
appeared in the pages of the ARIZONA REPUBLIC, PHOENIX GAZETTE and ARIZONA
BUSINESS GAZETTE.

Entries for 1972 through 1985 represent highlights only. For the period
Jan. 1986 through Dec. 1990, every article on file in the Phoenix Newspapers,
Inc. library from these newspapers with Martin Luther King Jr. and the holiday
in the story lead was reviewed. More than 1,500 articles, columns, editorials
and letters to the editor Yere published during this period. Every editorial
is summarized and appears under the date that it ran.

Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. assumes no responsibility for any errors in
interpretation that may have been made in summarizing entries.

Compiled by Lee J. Hockman.

X9 7 2
-- Resolution to honor Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. dies in Arizona

Senate Rules Committee.

19 7 5

-- Bill to create King holiday passes in the state Senate, but
fails in the House.

1976

-- King holiday bill introduced in the Arizona House, but fails in
committee.

19831

-- King holiday bill introduced in the Arizona House, but fails in
committee.

1982

-- King holiday bill introduced in the Arizona House, but fails in
committee.

1983

Aug 2 -- U.S. House of Representatives approves King holiday legislation
338-90 over the objections of the Reaqan administration. Bill conbines paid
holidays for Washington and Lincoln birthdays into one paid holiday called
Presidents "ay and creates a paid holiday for Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. on the
third Monday in January.

Aug 5 -- President Reagan reverses stand; says he will support federal
King holiday.
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. 1983 Continued --

Aug 7 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Honoring King with a federal
Voliday would be the ultimate salute, although holidays mean nothing to most
-ericans except a day off from work. It's rivt,. to honor people for their
histqric contribations, but Congress chean,".. those contributions by merely
using the honor to create a new paid holiday for government workers whose
productivity is already questionable.

Aug 27 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC ..itorial -- Most in Washington bet there will
be a King holiday. Political considerations have taken precedence over
tradition and common sense. Democrats can't oppose the bill; the black vote is
essential for them. Republicans attempting to woo minority voters will support
the bill. President's reelection is a shoo-in if he can get even 1/4 of the
black vote. Republicans don't stand with blacks on busing,'qotas or welfare,
but they can support a King holiday without bending party philosophy.

Aug 27 -- 500 people gather in Phoenix in remembrance of King's 1963 "I
Have a Dream" speech 't the Lincoln Memorial in Wash., D.C. At the same time,
250,000 gather in the nation's capitol for a similar observance.

Aug 30 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Speakers at 20th anniversary rally
in-Washington seemed more interested in promoting the Democratic party than in
furthering King's dream. Black concerns are being co-opted by a liberal
coalition eager to capitalize on the credibility of the civil rights movement.

Oct 1§ ---U:S. Senate approves King holiday 78-22. Sen. Dennis DeConcini,
D-AZ, votes for the holiday and Sen. Barry Goldwater, R-AZ, votes against it.

Oct 21 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- It is true that politics, not
admiration, played a decisive role in Senate action to approve paid federal
holiday for King. Yet new holiday can serve as a reminder to Americans of the
diversity of their -heritage. King's courage and rhetoric stirred and inspired
blacks and whites. The holiday should be dedicatod to more than just time off;
voluntary commni-ty prcjects designed to bring together all ethnic groups would
better celebrate Xing's dream.

Nov 3 -- President Reagan signs King holiday bill into law. First

observance will be Jan. 20, 1986.

1984

Jan 15 -- 300 people, mostly children, gather in Phoenix and CO0 gather in
Tucson to honor King.

-- King holiday bill introduced in the Arizona House, but fails in
committee.

Jan 12 -- 100 watch parade in inonor of King in Phoenix.

King holiday bill intcoduced in the Arizona House, but fails in
committee.

Oct 1 -- Phoenix City Council decrees Xing's birthday will be paid holilay
for city employees.
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1986

Jan 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Only 20% of nation's businesses
choose to give workers King holiday off. This mixed re3ponse doesn't surprise
those familiar with King or the civil'rights movement. Debate on paid holiday
is pointless; it has been mired in negatives. There should be positive

national discussion of King's dream.

Jan 19 -- 1,000 people attend candlelight service to honor King.

Jan 20 -- 5,000 people march in memory of King; marks first observance of
King's birthday as a national holiday. Democrat Governor Bruce Babbitt tells
crowd that legislature has failed, Arizona should follov federal government's
lead and make the third Monday in January a state holiday.

Feb 14 -- State Senate gives preliminary approval to Senate Bill 1101
sponsored by Sen. Louis Gonzales, D-Tucson, which would combine Washington and
Lincoln birthdays into Presidents Day and establish King birthday as paid
holiday for state and county employees. Identical to federal holiday
established by U.S. Congress and signed into law by President Reagan.

Feb 19 -- Arizora Senate approves holiday bill 17-13.

Feb 21 -- House Speaker Jamie Sossaman, R-Higby, who opposes King holiday,
pulls bill identical to that passed by the Senate from the Republican Caucus
agenda blocking any further action by the House; says he acted because of
numerous complaints from Repub. workers. Bill had been introduced in the House
by Minority Leader Art Hamilton, D-Phoenix, one of two black representatives.

May 8 -- Hamilton forces debate on King holiday bill and gets voice
approval to bring to House floor without amendment. Sossaman refuses to allow
immediate roil call vote and delays action until following day.

May 9 -- Arizona House defeats bill 30-29 (31 votes needed to pass). All
22 Democrats in House vote for bill, 7 of 38 Republicans vote for it.
Opposition arguments--another paid holiday too expensive, Washington and
Lincoln are both deserving of holiday, King may not be worthy of a holiday.

May 13 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Issue is not whether there should
be a holiday to honor King. The bill's demise in the legislature is tainted by
the shadow of prejudice and racism.

May 15 -- Darwin Aycock, Secretary-Treasurer of State AFL-CIO, laments
failure of bill; says bill was killed by reactionary forces.

May 18 -- Babbitt announces executive order establishing King holiday to
coincide with federal holiday. Applies only to state executive workers, not to
legislative or judicial branches of state government; affects 18,000 workers.
Announcement made at First Institutional Baptist Church in Phoenix with 750 in
attendance. Republicans charge Babbitt's maneuver bypasses the legislature and
done only to build support for his upcoming presidential campaign.

May 20 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- S te is embarrassed by racial
overtones of legislative debate. Debate is a. ir:ilt to all who would erase
bigotry. Babbitt did what Reagan and Congres4 L-: the good sense to do.
Whether he was motivated by politics or cor.,,.nce, Babbitt acted in the best
interests of Arizona.
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. 1986 Continued --

May 20 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Babbitt's action gets him national
attention and endears him to blacks and liberals. His presidential ambitions
benefit the most, however, executive holiday may grow into a meaningful
observance of the civil rights movement. King deserves to be commemorated
despite any doubts one way have about him as a man.

May 20 -- Rep. Karen Mills, R-Glendale, asks State Attorney General Bob
Corbin for legal opinion on Babbitt's executive order; says issue is not King,
but whether governor has statutery or constitutional authority to issue order.

Jun 3 -- Corbin says Babbitt exceeded his authority in issuing the
executive order, but opinion is advisory only and not binding on the governor.
Babbitt says that in his judgment as a former attorney general he acted within
his authority.

Jun 4 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Babbitt's executive order is a
shrewd political move that embarrassed state Republicans. Court challenge
would waste state money. Republican partisanship was evident in opposition.

Nov 4 -- Evan Mecham, Republican candidate for governor, wins general
election with 40% of the vote.

Nov 5 -- Mecham announces he will rescind Babbitt's order as soon as he
takes office; says order was illegal and politically opportunistic. Mecham
insists he is not racist; says many Americans have contributed and they don't
have holidays--Washington and Lincoln deserve their own'holidays and another
state holiday would cost too much money.

Nov 6 -- Hamilton calls Mecham announcement no surprise and shows Mecham's
insensitivity. Other black leaders critical of fact he is making this the
first issue of his term. Mecham won't say if he will veto King holiday bill
should one be passed by the legislature during the upcoming session; he blames
the media for raising the subject immediately.

Nov 7 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Rescinding King holiday will make
Mecham the object of ridicule for millions of Americans and the majority of
Arizonans. Mecham should back off his pledge and retain the state holiday.

Nov 9 -- 250 people gather to protest Mecham's announcement. Democratic
State Sen. Carolyn Walker says if governor-elect rescinds holiday, a campaign
will be kicked off to get question on the next Election Day ballot. Phoenix
NAACP, Arizona Black Chamber of Commerce, Black Family and Child Services, and
the National Organization for Women were represented at the rally.

Nov 11 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Mecham's timing is insensitive, but
he is right in saying Babbitt's order was politically motivated. Mecham can't
speak for majority; he won only 40% of vote. He should let the legislature
decide the issue. Arizona does not need the reputation of being bigoted.

Nov 12 -- National Baptist Convention of America announces it will not
* come to Phoenix in 1989 if there is no King holiday; could result in loss of

$28 mil. for city. (Currently, Phoenix, Peoria, Glendale, Paradise Valley,
Tucson, Flagstaff, and El Mirage observe holiday; Mesa, Chandler, Scottsdale
and Tempe do not.)
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. 1986 Continued --

Nov 24 -- ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE Editorial -- Mecham's vow to rescind
holiday is diversionary tactic. He says it isn't the will of the people. Why
not put the question to the people? Mecham was elected by far less than a
majority. He aims to eliminate King holiday, not just correct Babbitt's
"illegal" order. Mecham should turn the action over to the legislature.

Nov 24 -- State Board of Education says Arizona school districts should
establish King holiday; 67 of 221 districts designated King Day for Jan. 87.

Nov 26 -- DeConcini says if Georgia can have King Day, why not Arizona.

Nov 29 -- MLK Federal Holiday Commission asks Mecham to delay action on
holiday until state legislature convenes Jan. 12; says if Mecham keeps vow to
abolish King Day, Arizona will be first state to do so. Commission is
privately funded panel established by Congress to advise best way to celebrate
federal holiday. Panel spokesman says 10 states have no holiday, 39 states and
federal government have paid holiday, and 1 state has unpaid holiday.

Dec 3 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE poll of Maricopa County residents shows that
fewer than half of Valley residents support Mecham's plan to rescind King Day;
65% say they are aware of plan, 45% favor his action (86% say King not
deserving and 41% say too many holidays) and 43% oppose his plan.

Dec 5 -- 500 people attend rally at Univ. of Arizona; hear King's son say
opposition to holiday is racist.

Dec 8 -- Rep. Jim Green, R-Tucson, pre-files bill for coming legislative
session that wo4uld put Sunday King holiday on 1988 ballot. Holiday bill
defeated in House during last session will be reintroduced in coming session.

Dec 12 -- Students at Arizona State Univ. and Univ. of Arizona urge state
Board of Regents to designate King holiday at all three state universities.
Board president says decision is up to each university's president.

-- Arizonans for MLK State Holiday, a pro-King group, announce they
will sponsor petition drive and will lobby legislature to establish holiday.
Petitions will be presented to legislature when it convenes Jan. 12. Rev.
Warren Stewart, pastor of First Institutional Baptist Church, is group
chairman; House Minority Leader Art Hamilton is honorary chairman.

Dec 13 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mecham vow to rescind holiday and
his refusal to say if he will veto new bill if passed is divisive, but blacks
are wrong to call him racist. The national media and civil rights groups can't
help but notice the gathering storm in Arizona. Let the courts decide the
legality of Babbitt's order. If order ruled illegal, the legislature can then
act. Legislative action is preferable to a ballot referendum.

Dec 16 -- 150 people attend Arizonans for MLK State Holida illy to kick
off petition drive. Additional honorary chairmen announced as .oenix Mayor
Terry Goddard, Rev. Monsignor Robert Donahue of the Phoenix -rnolic Diocese,
Rabbi Albert Plotkin of Temple Beth Israel, builder Tommy EspLnoza, and Mike
Bielicki, president of the Central Arizona Labor Council.

-- Peter Fears, Executive Director of American Federation of State,
County and Municipal Fmployees, says governing boards of his organization and
of Arizona Public Employees Assn. back King holiday and want courts to decide
legality of Babbitt's order. The two groups represent 40,000 workers.
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1986 Continued --

Dec 20 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports that it endorsed 58% of Republican
candidates and 42% of Democratic candidates in the recent general election.

1-987

Jan 3 -- Tempe architect Julian Sanders, chairman of Arizonans for
Traditional American Values, begins petition drive against King holiday.
Mecham spokesman says Sanders has no affiliation with governor. Mecham says
King is not issue, constitutionality of Babbitt's order is,

Jan 5 -- 250 attend prayer vigil at First Institutional Baptist Church.
speakers Babbitt and Rev. Stewart say first in a series of events planned to
honor King culminating with presentation of pro-King holiday petitions to the
legislature when its session convenes Jan. 19.

Jan 12 -- Mecham,'in his state of the state address, rescinds Babbitt's
executive order; cites Corbin's ruling that order was illegal. Mecham urges
lawmakers to pass resolution putting the issue to the voters on 1988 ballot.
Arizonans for MLK State Holiday say next step up to legislature. Rep. Sandra
Kennedy, D-Phoenix, leader of King lobbying group, believes chances of getting
bill through legislature are good.

Jan 13 -- Rev. Jesse Jackson appeals to Mecham to change his mind about
cancelling holiday. Mecham sorry it has become national issue; says there is
no discrimination in Arizona and insists his stance is not a slap at King.
Babbitt labels Mecham action an insult and a big mistake. Julian Bond says
Mecham took "coward's way out" and calls his action "foolishness;" says it
makes Arizonans look like racists to the rest of the country.

Jan 15 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mecham's statement that
discrimination is not a problem in Arizona ignores reality. Black leaders
justified in taking issue with governor. Give Mecham benefit of doubt,
however. If he is misinformed, he owes it to himself and the public to find
out what the problems are.

Jan 15 -- ASU Students Against Apartheid and the American Federation of
Teachers and University Employees say planned observances for King are "token
gestures." Say there should be holiday. ASU's coordinator for King events
says university is doing the best it can under the circumstances.

Jan 16 -- Sen. John Mawhinney, R-Tucson, proposes King Remembrance Day as
way to avoid legislative battle.

Jan 18 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll shows 1/4 of Arizonans want a paid state
King holiday; 1/4 oppose holiday. 43% favor unpaid holiday. 78% say issue
should be decided by elected officials.

Jan 19 -- 15,000 people march to state capitol; ask legislature to support
state holiday. Legislature had agreed to accept petitions bearing an estimated
40,000 signatures calling for the holiday.

-- Mecham appears on NBC's Today Show with Jesse Jackson. Tells
Jackson he doesn't understand insistence that all must honor King. Jackson
says Mecham trying to turn back the clock. After show, Mecham says blacks
don't need another holiday, they need jobs; says holiday backers don't want to
put issue to voters because they don't want people to speak.
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Jan 19 -- Mecham and Babbitt appear on MacNeil-Lehrer NewsHour. Mecham

accuses Babbitt of creating firestorm for political purposes. Babbitt says
Mecham is hiding behind lawyers and really doesn't want a holiday for King.
After taping, Mecham says King doesn't deserve a holiday.

-- U.S. Rep. William Gray, D-PA, speaking at a dinner sponsored by
ASU, says Mecham is ducking the issue by hiding behind a legal opinion.

Jan 20 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mecham has made uninformed and ill-
advised statements on discrimination and white backlash. His unwillingness to
face the issue head on and the legislature's lack of courage have worked
against consensus. Legislature should act to create some type of King holiday.

Jan 20 -- Singer Stevie Wonder says he'll never perform in Arizona again
because of Mecham's decision to rescind holiday.

Jan 21 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports the Democratic National Committee will
relocate meeting of party benefactors from Phoenix to protest Mecham's action.

-- National Newspaper Publishers Assn. calls off conference.
President of Phoenix and Valley of the Sun Convention and Visitors Bureau
expects more groups to reject Arizona if there is no King holiday; costs could
run into the millions.

Jan 23 -- Jesse Jackson cancels appearance at ASU in protest.

Jan 24 -- Republican state convention, after bitter debate, passes
resolution urging legislature to put King question to voters.

Jan 25 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mecham believes issue is over, but
fallout is just beginning. There is an economic threat to the state, which is
heavily dependent on tourism and convention business. Corporate relocations
could be the next area to be hit. Mecham's proposal to defer to voters would
unwisely delay solution. Lawmakers should act now to establish a holiday.

Jan 31 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Legislators should offer voters a
multiple-choice holiday test to pick personal menu of holidays based on ethnic
background, religion, politics, etc. Make as much sense as current happenings.

Feb 5 -- National Urban League cancels regional conference in protest.

Feb 16 -- House Bill 2419, sponsored by Rep. Hamilton, is assigned to
House Rules Committee, Senate Bill 1083, cosponsored by Sen. Walker and Greg
Lunn, R-Tucson, in Senate Government Committee. Identical bills would combine
Washington and Lincoln holidays and create paid King holiday (the federal
model) costing state no additional money.

Feb 17 -- House Rules Committee approves bill 7-6 sending measure to House
floor (5 Dems. and 2 Repubs. for, 6 Repubs. against).

Feb 18 -- Eldridge Cleaver, former Black Panther, to testify before Senate
Government Committee; says Mecham right in rescinding holiday because it's not
needed and Democrats raising racism issue to keep grip on black voters. 500
pack Senate gallery in anticipation of vote, but it's delayed until next day.

Feb 19 -- House approves holiday bill 35-25 (all 24 Dems. and 11 Repubs.
for, 25 Repubs. againsti. Republican leadership encouraged legislators to vote
their conscience. Republican "for" votes called courageous.
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Feb 19 -- Senate Government Committee defeats bill 6-3 along party lines.
No compromise could be worked out; Republicans say only Sunday holiday
acceptable, Democrats reject it.

Mar 2 -- Mecham Watchdog Committee, formed after Mecham rescinded King
holiday, announces petition drive to oust governor for causing state to be
labeled "haven of bigotry."

-- National Black Nurses Assn. will move convention from Phoenix to
protest cancellation of holiday.

Mar 11 -- Phoenix 40, organization of chief executive officers of major
Valley businesses, against public vote to decide holiday.

Mar 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE poll shows 41% of U.S. population aware of
Mecham's action, but only 20% think it has hurt Arizona's image. Among
Arizonans, 45% agree with rescission, 45% disagree. 58% think state's image
hurt. 51% would vote for King holiday, 39% would vote against it.

Mar 23 -- ASU president rejects call for staff King holiday; tells faculty
senate he has no authority to declare holiday despite Board of Regents opinion.

Mar 26 -- Rev. Stewart announces Arizonans for MLK State Holiday have
launched drive to spur nationwide convention boycott of state. Prompts Mayor
Goddard to quit group and draws criticism from Sen. Walker.

Mar 28 -- Rock band The Doobie Brothers cancels May 21 benefit concert in
protest of holiday rescission.

Mar 31 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Proposed boycott of state is
divisive; will build resentment and resistance to the cause its advocates are
seeking to advance. It's likely to widen and harden division over cause.

Apr 2 -- Irish rock band U2 blasts Mecham over King issue. While not
cancelling upcoming concerts, they donate $5,000 to Mecham recall effort.

Apr 7 -- Rocky Mountain Council of Latin American Studies cancels 1988
convention in Tucson in protest.

Apr 10 -- New Mexico becomes 42nd state to enact King holiday. Lobbyist
credits Arizona for success. 40 states have paid holiday, 2 unpaid.

Apr 13 -- U.S. Louis Stokes, D-Ohio, at ASU raising money for MLK
Scholarship Fund, calls Mecham's action deplorable and supports boycott.

Apr 29 -- Unitarian Universalist Assn., representing 1,000 congregations
in U.S. and Canada, cancels plans for meeting in Phoenix.

May 5 -- Soul-rock group Kool and the Gang announces they will donate part
of proceeds from two Valley concerts to Arizonans for MLK State Holiday.

May 7 -- Public Education Fund will move annual meeting from Phoenix.

May 13 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports Council on Social Work Education cancels
Phoenix meeting, costing city $1.2 mil. Convention Bureau says losses could
reach $15.1 mil. 16 groups have cancelled since January; losses of $4.6 mil.
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May 16 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Arizona Senate has done nothing to
resolve holiday impasse. Fallout has intensified; fears of convention boycott
are coming true. Mecham's actions have had negative impact, but Senate
Republicans share blame for not finding way to honor a deserving American.

May 18 -- National Head Start Assn. cancels meeting in Phoenix; revenue
loss of $3 mil. Largest group thus far to back out.

May 19 -- United Methodist Church cancels plans for Arizona meeting.
Convention Bureau puts losses to Valley at $18.2 mil. since January.

May 29 -- Pop singer Luther Vandross cancels Valley appearances.

Jun 4 -- Mecham tells hotel officials it's time for Arizonans to stop
allowing outsiders to pressure state; insists tourism will not suffer. He says
people not coming to Arizona is a non-issue.

Jun 13 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Mecham's cancellation of King
holiday doesn't mean he is racist.

Jun 14 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Paralysis in the legislature has
persisted. Mecham "don't blame me" stance is disingenuous. He is and has been
the focus all along. Governor professes to be sick of the flap, but exhibits
head-in-the-sand ignorance of the economic implications of his action. It's
time to settle the matter; the legislature should act. Holiday of some type
would rightfully memorialize King's contributions.

Jun 18 -- Mecham proclaims third Sunday in January as MLK/Civil Rights
Day; will not be legal holiday. Rep. Hamilton calls move a political gimmick
designed to take heat off; says issue will remain. Holiday backers say Mecham
action not enough. Senate Majority Leader Bob Usdane, R-Scottsdale, says move
will show nation Arizona and it's governor aren't racist. Mecham rejects
estimates of lost revenue, which are put at more than $20 mil.

Jun 19 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Mecham's proclamation is what
Babbitt should have done. Sunday civil rights memorial day is perfect. Paying
state workers for day off does not honor King.

Jun 26 -- League of United Latin American Citizens cancels convention in
Phoenix; loss put at $1.7 mil.

Jul 2 -- National Basketball Assn. announces league annual meetings-will
not be held in Scottsdale because of King controversy. Convention Bureau says
NBA cancellation will bring more national attention to the issue.

Jul 5 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC state poll shows support for recall effort is
dropping; 36% favor recall (down from 40% in May), 91% of those favoring recall
say King isn't issue. 47% agree with Sunday King/Civil Rights Proclamation,
46% disagree. 31% say Sunday holiday best, 30% favor paid holiday.

Jul 6 -- Drive to recall Mecham officially begins.

Jul 7 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- King controversy is convenient
excuse for NBA to skip Phoenix. Real reason is grand-jury investigation into
drug use by past and present Phoenix Suns players.
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Jul 12 -- Young Democrats of America announce they will have August
convention in Phoenix despite threats of boycott and pressure from King family
and Jesse Jackson. Although against Mecham's stand, group decided to continue
with plans in order to reaffirm belief in King.

Jul 18 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- State tourism director, a Mecham
supporter, planned to make speech calling for special legislative session on
King holiday, but after advance copies of speech had been circulated, he
omitted that section when he gave speech. Somebody told him to leave it out.

Jul 18 -- National League of Cities board votes to have 1991 convention in
Phoenix, but only if state creates paid King holiday. $5 mil. convention would
be largest in Valley history with almost 10,000 people.

Jul 20 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- State tourism director was going
to say King issue would potentially wreak economic havoc on state and that
special legislative session was needed. Mecham has repeatedly denied adverse
economic impact and has called the King holiday question a non-issue. The
speech was changed before delivery, leaving one to question how free is speech
in the Mecham administration?

Jul 29 -- Jesse Jackson says Mecham is a mean-spirited man whose views on

civil rights have embarrassed Arizona. Says Sunday holiday is not enough.

Aug 12 -- Prescott City Council rejects bid to establish King holiday.

Aug 14 -- State Sen. Peter Kay, R-Phoenix, calls for public vote on King
issue. He had previously voted against paid holiday in the Senate, but now
wants the issue decided by the voters.

Aug 26 -- Talk show host Oprah Winfrey cancels appearance at Phoenix
College.

Sep 5 -- Radio-Television News Director Assn. cancels $1.7 mil. convention
in Phoenix partly because of King issue and partly because of Mecham's frequent
run-ins with the media.

Oct 13 -- Hispanic National Bar Assn. cancels Phoenix convention.
Convention Bureau says 45 conventions have cancelled, costing state $25 mil.

Oct 14 -- League of Arizona Cities and Towns votes to urge legislature to
enact paid King holiday.

Oct 30 -- American Correctional Assn. rescinds invitation to Mecham to
give keynote address at its convention because of King controversy.

Nov 2 -- Mecham Recall Committee files 32,000 petitions with Secretary of
State Rose Hofford containing more than 380,000 signatures. 216,746 valid
signatures of registered voters are required to force recall election. Must be
verified by County Registrars.

Nov 5 -- Hecham calls Corbin "political enemy #1" for prosecuting governor
to further his own career and for creating furor over King holiday. Corbin
ordered investigation into $350,000 campaign loan to Mecham.
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Nov 11 -- Secretary of State announces 386,000 signatures have been
counted making special election virtual certainty; will take 60 days for
signature verification.

Dec 2 -- Sen. Kay files bill to put King holiday question on 1988 ballot.

Dec 4 -- Republican Senators Bill DeLong and Jack Mawhinney file bill that
would specify three universal paid holidays and allow state to select seven
other paid holidays from a list of 11 optional holidays.

Dec 21 -- Mofford announces signature verification has reached 240,000,

more than enough to force recall election.

198 8

Jan 8 -- Mecham indicted on fraud and perjury charges related to an
illegal campaign donation.

Jan 13 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Mecham-generated troubles giving
state reputation of anarchic banana republic. Tourism is suffering because of
government's inept cancelling of holiday. Government and business leadership
must act in the best interests of the state.

Jan 14 -- Buoyed by $25,000 donation by comedian Eddie Murphy, King
holiday group is financing pro-holiday advertising with the themes that by
creating Presidents Day, the King holiday won't cost the state money and the
King holiday is not just a black holiday--it's for all Americans.

Jan 15 -- Mayor Goddard calls on legislature to follow city's lead and
establish statewide paid holiday without giving up any existing ones.

-- On the eve of impeachment hearings, Mecham sends letter to
ARIZONA REPUBLIC admitting to mistakes in his handling of King holiday and the
embarrassing publicity it has caused.

Jan 17 -- 2,000 people hear speeches calling for King holiday.

Jan 18 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll of Arizonans shows 82% favor some kind of
King holiday. 51% support Sunday recognition day, 31% want paid holiday, 9%
say King should not be honored. 85% favor ballot decision, 15% want
legislature to decide.

-- 5,000 march in heavy rain in support of King and paid holiday.

Jan 19 -- Senate Judiciary Committee votes to refer Kay's bill to full
Senate 5-4 without any recommendation; bill would allow voters to decide
between paid holiday, Sunday holiday or neither. Bill opposed by King holiday
group, which supports Hamilton's House and Walker's Senate bills that call for
Presidents Day and paid King Day in the federal model.

Jan 25 -- Hofford says 301,000 signatures have been verified; Mecham must
resign within five days or face recall election.

-- ASU faculty senate votes to recommend paid King holiday to
university president. (Presidents of all three state universities must approve
holiday to force Board of Regents vote.)

Feb 1 -- Mofford sets recall election for May 17.
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Feb 5 -- House votes 46-14 to impeach Mecham. Secretary of State Rose
Mofford will act as governor through Senate trial and will assume office if at
least 20 Senators vote to convict Mecham.

Feb 8 -- Acting Governor tells reporters she favors paid King holiday.

Feb 10 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mofford is acting to heal old
wounds by urging legislature to establish King Day. She deserves support.

Feb 25 -- Senate defeats measure 15-12 that would have allowed voters to
decide King issue (11 Dems. joined by 4 Repubs.). Senate president says other
bills won't be addressed under after impeachment trial.

.* Feb 28 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Legislature is awakening to its
duties in defeating ballot bill. Bill was a misguided attempt to duck
responsibility. Mecham's token Sunday observance has not extinguished the
outrage or ended the rancorous debate. A fair and reasonable compromise that
would be the only sensible solution is to adopt the federal model.

Mar 2 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- It's clear that Arizonans favor a
ballot vote to decide the holiday issue, but the Senate ignored that fact. The
Senate took on an elitist attitude that the electorate should not decide. It's
time to ask whether, the continuing debate does a disservice to King. It's
neither a disgrace nor a defeat to honor King with a Sunday holiday.

Apr 4 -- Senate convicts Mecham of obstructing justice 21-9 and of
misusing money 26-4, but coulq not muster enough -votes to bar him from future
office. The verdict immediately installed Mofford as governor.

Apr 12 -- Arizona Supreme Court cancels recall election.

Apr 14 -- Paid King holiday clears Senate Government Committee by 5-4
vote; bill would create Presidents Day and MLK/Civil Rights Day. Bill still
faces Republican caucus vote that could keep it from the Senate floor.

Apr 18 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Senate Government Committee has
taken important first step to put agony and divisiveness behind the state and
appropriately honor King. Republicans should allow measure to go to Senate
floor for vote. Let the healing begin.

Apr 24 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports Mofford has worked behind the scenes
with the legislature since February. Senate and she agreed to wait until after
impeachment trial to have bill heard. She did not publicize letter she
received from King's widow praising her efforts.

May 8 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Senate President Carl Kundsek has
pigeonholed King holiday bill in the Rules Committee, claiming there are not
enough votes to ensure its success. The bill imeasures up; Kunasek should step
down from his throne and allow full Senate vote.

May 17 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE statewide poll shows 45 favor paid King holiday
with an equal number opposing it.

-- Republicans say Senate Rules Committee vote would doom bill;
they are hr ding it to ensure its success. Bill supporters say Republicans are
merely tr, ag to kill the measure.
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May 31 -- In a surprise move, Senate Democrats get King measure tacked on
to another bill and win tentative approval 14-12. Bill still requires vote of
full Senate and faces legal challenge because of its attachment to an unrelated
bill. Kunasek says he won't let committee vote because bill will be defeated.

Jun 2 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Republicans continue to put
roadblocks in front of King measure; such maneuvering reveals flawed thinking
and sullies the reputation of the legislature. Kunasek has kept bill bottled
up for weeks. His continued resistance is needlessly opening old wounds. It's
time for the decency of the legislature to be plumbed.

Jun 2 -- Mecham criminal trial begins.

Jun 16 -- Mecham acquitted of violating criminal state campaign laws.

Jun 30 -- After much maneuvering, Senate rejects King holiday 15-14 in the
waning hours of the session. Democrats agreed to support revenue program to
balance budget and in return Republicans allowed bill on the floor for vote.

Jul 5 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- King bill fell victim to Republican
concerns for their own political future. Two crucial Republicans reversed
themselves and voted against the bill citing Democratic blackmail; nothing more
than a convenient excuse to vote along party lines.

Jul 10 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Way to break impasse is to
challenge Attorney General's original King holiday opinion in court. ARIZONA
REPUBLIC advised 18 months ago to let courts decide. Corbin's opinion issued
without legal precedent. After courts have ruled, all present options would
still be available without question of their legality.

Jul 11 -- Arizonans for MLK State Holiday vow to continue to urge
convention boycott until legislature approves holiday; announce plans to
publicize efforts at next week's Democratic National Convention in Atlanta.

Jul 16 PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- King supporters' disappointment is
understandable, but their attempts at economic retribution are misguided. They
will hurt the minority population the most. King's dream cannot be kept alive
without economic opportunity.

Jul 19 -- Arizona delegates to the Democratic National Convention say thcy
will continue holiday fight, but will not embarrass state at the convention.
No threats of business boycott were mentioned nor were there protests.

Jul 21 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Wiser and cooler heads prevailed in
Atlanta. Ill-conceived protest to boycott Arizona did not materialize. This
divisive issue should not threaten livelihoods.

Sep 9 -- Arizona Board of Regents unanimously votes to enact paid King
holiday at the three state universities. Applies to 1/2 of 40,000 state
employees. Mofford, who serves as a regent, joined in the vote. In return,
each university must give up one other paid day off cf their choice.

Nov 17 -- Civil rights and Democratic party leaders urge legislature to
enact holiday during next session. With recent elections, line-up is not
favorable; Senate count shows 16-14 failure, House make-up indicates passage.
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Dec 14 -- 600 people, including Governor Mofford, attend rally to kick off
King celeblation and to support state holiday in his honor.

9 8 9

* Jan 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Holidays are symbols of what we
hold dear. PHOENIX GAZETTE now believes it's important for Arizona to join
federal government and majority of states by enacting King Day. Debate has
been over irrelevant side issues. Sunday holiday GAZETTE previously supported
is inadequate; state must have paid holiday 1 .e third Monday in January.

Jan 16 -- 8,000 gather at state capitol to honor King and ask for state
holiday in his name. Arizona now one of only six states without paid holiday.

-- Senate Majority Leader John Mawhinney predicts King bill will
again be defeated in 1989; says pressure for holiday has dwindled.

-- Convention Bureau says there have been no cancellations since
April of last year.

-- King bill introduced in the House by Rep. Kennedy and in the
Senate by Sen. Walker.

Feb 2 -- House approves paid King holiday 35-24; nine Republicans join the
Democratic caucus in support of the bill. Chairman of Senate Government
Committee, Wayne Stump, R-Phoenix, says he won't give bill a hearing if it's
assigned to his committee.

Feb 5 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Republican Senate is again failing
to deal with the King issue head on. By taking no stand, they are prolonging
the matter, keeping state divided and poisoning public opinion against Arizona.

Mar 29 -- Senate President Bob Usdane assigns King bill to Government
Committee after holding it for two months. Chances of bill getting out of
committee appear small in light of Stump's previous statements.

Apr 14 -- King group releases independent poll that shows 2-1 support for
paid holiday in two southern Arizona legislative districts; counters arguments
of Tucson Senators who claim their constituents don't support holiday. Group
vows to keep up pressure for holiday.

Apr 16 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Senate leaders should vote on King
holiday. Republican actions are shaded by politics, not conscience. Usdane
should have followed the House leadership's example and referred bill directly
LO Senate floor. Now is the time to act, not just because it'a right, but also
to help expunge this ugly leftover of the Mecham era.

Apr 17 -- Hofford urges Senate to vote on King bill. Usdane says quick
action will doom bill.

Apr 13 -- Republicans in House Commerce Committee defeat Democratic
attempt to attach holiday measure to major economic development bill. Move was
attempt to pressure GOP leaders to allow Senate vote. Democrats vow to try
again when economic development bill reaches the House floor.

Apr 24 -- Hofford warns she nay hold up GOP-backed legiclation to gain
approval of King holiday.

-- 200 people rally at state capitol to call for King bill passage.
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Apr 26 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Hofford action is right. King
furor has gone on too long and Arizona has suffered enough. King holiday will
send message that state won't tolerate racism.

Jun 16 -- Usdane refuses to bring King bill to the Senate floor because it
lacks support of the Republican caucus; maneuver kills bill for the session.

-- Black and Jewish advocates of King holiday call for special
session of the legislature; Hofford uncommitted on spec al session possibility.

-- Arnie Zaler, chairman of Ad Hoc Committee for HLK Holiday, says
holiday backers are forming committee to lobby businesses and labor groups to
unilaterally recognize the holiday.

Aug 4 -- Hofford rules out calling special legislative session to address
holiday flap; says legislators must be convinced holiday is go-d for Arizona
and not a party issue. King group accuses governor of breaking promise.

Aug 9 -- Hofford, under pressure, agrees to call special session, but only
if lawmakers can guarantee bill's passage. Holiday supporters relying on key
business leaders to pressure lawmakers. Phoenix 93 Super Bowl Committee, a
coalition of 25 business leaders and sports executives working on getting the
NFL championship game, says lack of King holiday may jeopardize chances for
game bid; consider supporting holiday group.

Aug 11 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- iofford's waffling on holiday is
evidence of state's lack of leadership. Fearful of rippling the waters, she
refused to call special session; says she doesn't :ant a fight. Fight is
inevitable. Bill should have passed last session, but didn't because Usdane is
afraid of disturbing the prejudices of the ignorant. He reneged on his promise
and refused to bring bill to vote. At stake is Arizona's standing among the
civilized, possibly the 1993 Super Bowl and many national conventions. Now is
the time for the governor to act.

Aug 14 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- As a result of her recent flip-flop
on the King issue, the governor has learned it's hard to be governor and be
loved by all. The dire consequences predicted if bill doesn't pass are
probably exaggerated, but he case for the holiday ought to be made on moral
grounds, not economic ones. If the governor can't stay with her decisions on
this issue, than doubt if she'll be an effective participant in solutions to
state's more serious problems.

Sep 8 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports governor aet jith Bill Bid:ill, owner of
Phoenix Cardinals, and Jerry ,angel.o, president of Ph-enix Suns, to get thi
help in lobbying for passage of King holiday in special legislative session.
Phoenix 93 Super Bowl Committee pledges to actively assist in holiday effort.
Usdane says he doubts pressure will help get bill through; says King question
should be handled in next regular legislative session in January 1990.

Sep 14 -- Hofford asks for special session to deal with King holiday,
along with other issues; called for session when she learned controversy has
cost Arizona more than $25.6 mil. since 1937. Hofford says business leaders
convinced her bill would pass. Phoenix 93 says passage of bill critical to
getting Super Bowl and the $200 nil. it could bring to the Valley's economy.

Sep 15 -- Republican leaders say King bill won't pass; say Mofford's about

face on the special session will hurt her on other issues.
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Sep 17 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Mofford's judgment is sound in
calling for special session. Usdane is hiding behitid caucus rules, not willing
to use his presidential perogative to call for full Senate vote. The economic
damage has been consideritle; the state's image has been tarnished. Republican
fears are hooey; it is they who have jeopardized other issues.

Sep 17 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports lawmakers say business leaders are
hypocrites; thuse who pressure legislature to pass holiday do not grant their
own employees a day off on King Day.

Sep 18 - PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- More important reason than business
interests to celebrate King Day: It's the right thing to do. Special session
offers an opportunity to correct this unfortunate situation,

Sep 18 -- Mofford officially adds King holiday to special session agenda.

Sep 19 -- Democrats charge Republicans are attempting to head off .ote on
holiday. Rep. Bart Baker, R-Hereford, introduces resolution that would call
for statewide election on whether to rep.-ace Columbus Day with King Day.

Sep 20 -- Sen. Leo Corbet, R-Phoenix, introduces bill to shift Columbus
Day to unpaid Sunday holiday and enact paid Monday King Civil Rights Day. Bill
clears Senate Judiciary Committee 6-3. Mofford says she'll support new bill.
GOP caucus becks off vote, delaying bill's movement to the Senate floor.

Sep 21 -- GOP caucus votes 9-8 to release King bill to Senate floor where
Senate passes it 17-11; House passes bill 37-21. Measure drops paid Columbus
Day in October and replaces it with paid King Civil Rights Day in January.

Sep 22 -- Mofford signs bill into law; will take effect in 90 days.

Sep 23 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Impasse broken in part by vigorous
lobbying of business community citing economic impact and by prospect that
failure would doon, Super Bowl L'd. Should be noted that five Republicans who
opposed the bill zensed the sentiment and allowed the legislature to work.

Sep 23 -- PHOEIIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Legislature put aside years of
controversy and bitterness in passing state holiday. Cynics will say it was
'.-re conomics. So what? Rarely are motivations pure. Peaceful protest and
uol:otts have long been tacf:cs of civil rights leaders. In King's ow'n words,
"free at last."

Sep 25 -- Mecham szpporter Julian Sanders starts petition drive to get
King Day on t'c 1990 general election ballot; needs 43,350 signatures of
registered voterz by Dec. 21, the date bill will go into effect.

Oct 3 -- Pat Quaranta, leader of Citizens for the Restoration of
Columbus Day, says his group will join Sanders in petition drive. Columbus
aupporters wanted to launch separate etfort over concerns Sanders' group

Stinte by racism, but afraid they could not get enough signatures on theirown. says against King holiday; wants Columbus Day restored.ow. uaranta sasnot aantKn oia;wnsClmu a etrd

Oct 6 -- PHC3NIX GAZr2E reports Sanders wrote letter to Mormon Church
calling King Lommunist anti-Christ. Quaranta's group, although concerned about
appearance of racism, will -not abandon joint petition effort.
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Oct 6 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- With Sanders' letter, effort to
repeal King holiday is hopelessly linked with racism and should not continue.
Attempt to repeal King Day will cause further embarrassment and controversy for
Arizona. Columbus supporters should petition legislature to reestablish
Columbus Day rather than go through with their referendum campaign.

Oct 10 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- King holiday will not diminish
achievements of Columbus; Columbus will continued to be honored.

Oct 10 -- Coalition of ethnic groups supporting restoration of Columbus
Day vote for 30-day moratorium on collecting petition signatures to distance
their effort from the Sanders drive, which they perceive as racist. Coalition
wants legislature to take action; supports both King and Columbus holidays.

Oct 11 -- Quaranta's group breaks with coalition and votes to continue
petition drive to restore Columbus Day and eliminate King Day despite pleas
from legislators and -,o-King groups that a separate Columbus Day petition
drive should be established. Quaranta repeats his position that he is not
against King; he rants to restore Columbus Day.

Oct 12 -- Tempe City Council approves King holiday by 6-1 vote.

Oct.13 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Ralph Abernathy's accounts of
King's infidelities are likely to stir emotions. But, as we've said before,
King is not honored because he led a blameless life; he is honored for his
contributions to American society and for ending institutional prejudice.

Oct 14 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- State ethnic groups wisely decided
to stop circulating petitions to avoid asso:iation with Sanders. Sadly,
Quaranta's group doesn't care what company they keep. The legacy of hate
continues. The potential damage is far greater than one holiday.

Oct 18 -- Tucson-based Columbus Recognition Committee starts petition
drive to restore Columbus Day without affecting King holiday; hope to get
question on 1990 general election ballot.

Oct 19 -- Attorney General Bob Corbin says Columbus Day can be restored in
a voter referendum without affecting the paid King holiday.

Oct 23 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Corbin opinion might save state
embarrassment; holiday question is now not an either/or proposition.
Legislature could make issue moot if it would follow federal lead, but then
they have had that opportunity for years and couldn't get it right.

Nov 13 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC state poll sh3ws 60% think the legislature did
wrong in creating Kinc Day and dropping Columbus Day; would repeal law if they
had chance. 28% say legislature did right. 78% want Columbus Day restored.

Nov 15 -- Two Phoenix lawyers begin third effort to restore Columbus Day;
aim to have state conform to federal law. Effort called Holiday Unity Sroup;
needs 86,699 signatures by July 5 to get measure on 1990 ballot.

Nov 27 -- Rev. Stewart steps down as leader of Arizonans for XLK State
Holiday; says group needs white leadership to diffuse race issue and to appeal
to a broader segment of the public.
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S Nov 28 -- Corbin says law eliminating Columbus Day is unconstitutional
because of technical drafting problems, but portion of bill creating King Day
remains valid. Opinion not binding; court challenge required to get ruling.

Nov 30 -- Corbin releases written opinion that says Columbus Day still a
paid state holiday and paid King holiday is also valid; says it's up to the
legislature to fix law so that it complies with constitutional requirements.

Dec 1 -- Corbin says that if law is challenged, a judge would throw out
flawed portion of the measure, leaving the state with both Columbus and King
paid holidays effectively invalidating the petition drives.

Dec 7 -- Arizona Center for Law in the Public Interest drops plans for
legal challenge of law because of fears King Day might be jeopardized.

Dec 21 -- King holiday put on hold 9 1/2 hours before taking effect as
opponents file nearly twice the number of signatures required to put issue
before voters in 1990. Quaranta says he doesn't consider success of the
petition drive a victory.

-- Bruce Babbitt and former U.S. Rep. John Rhodes, who served as
House Minority Leader in U.S. Congress, announce campaign to save King holiday
should it go to a public vote; group called MLK Better America Committee.

Dec 22 -- In light of state King holiday suspension, Maricopa County
cancels county King holiday.

Dec 23 -- RIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Not all King holiday opponents are
racists; many feel he's undeserving because of his personal conduct. Intention
is not to honor King for his failings, but to honor him for his role in civil
rights. Legislative effort to end controversy failed. King haters in concert
with Italian-Americans have apparently succeeded in getting question on the
ballot. There is potential for an ugly campaign that will bring national
attention. Legislature should restore Columbus Day when it convenes in
January, thereby invalidating the referendum. Action will require courage and
statesmanship, both of which have been substantially depleted.

Dec 27 -- Secretary of State confirms there are 78,000 signatures on
Sanders/Quaranta petitions; county registrars must still verify 5% sample of
the signatures to qualify referendum for 1990 ballot.

Dec 29 -- ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE Editorial -- King holiday does not
condone his personal transgressions, which are unimportant. What's important
is King's stature as symbol of fight for equal rights. Some are upset becausa
Columbus has been removed from a position of honor; a small core is sufferingfrom racism. Legislature should restore Columbus holiday, thus invalidating

the referendum initiative.

19 90

Jan 3 -- Nationa± Assn. of Black Journalists cancels plans to hold annual
board meeting in Phoenix in protest of continuing King controversy.

Jan 9 -- Phoenix 40 votes unanimously to support paid King holiday, to
restore Columbus Day as a paid holiday and to retain Washington and Lincoln
birthdays as separate paid holidays.
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Jan 12 -- Secretary of State says 59,602 signatures found to be valid;
referendum qualifies for November ballot. King Day is offi;Ially cancelled.

-- 1,600 gather to honor King; hear calls for Xing holiday.
-- Head of Phoenix 40 says that while it's true holiday would be

good for business, it's more important for state to get in step with rest of
country. The business leaders, sparked by renewed threat of economic boycott
and the belief "it's the right thing to do," declare all-out effort to lobby
legislature to pass new holiday bill and block popular vote.

-- Bill Hogan, general manager, Phoenix Newspapers, Inc., says PNI
will give its employees paid holiday if state does; small price to pay to
prevent nationwide ridicule.

-- Republican legislators express doubt business effort will make a
difference; legislators will be hesitant to act now that petitions have shown
voters want to decide.

Jan 13 -- State Democrats adopt platform calling for King holiday and
restoration of Columbus Day.

Jan 14 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll of Arizonans shows 71% would vote to
repeal Columbus/King day law; 23% approve of legislature's action. 49% support
King holiday in principle; 40% oppose. Of those who oppose, 48% say King not
deserving, 20% say another paid holiday too expensive and 18% say they are
against cancelling another holiday to accommodate King.

-- Tourism officials say recent events have had little impact on
tourism and conventions, but predict groups will not commit until, and unless,
Arizona has a paid King holiday. Business officials say King. flap will have
little impact on industry decisions to relocate to state.

-- 1,500 people attend 10th annual candlelight service in
remembrance of King; hear appeals to fight for ballot victory in November.

Jan 15 -- 15,000 march to state capitol in largest demonstration yet in
Arizona for King holiday. Pat Quaranta, who joined with King opponents to
force referendum, says he will work to put alternate proposal on ballot to
allow both Columbus and King holidays. Sen. Carolyn Walker calls on the
legislature to enact both King and Columbus Days and thereby cancel referendum.

Jan 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- For first time, poll reveals
majority favor King holiday, however 71% oppose it at the expense of Columbus
Day. Results reinforce widespread support for legislature to do what is
right. Legislature should act now and spare state the bitter campaign.

Jan 16 -- Senate Bill 1019 introduced in Senate; creates King Daly,
restores Columbus Day and retains Washington and Lincoln holidays. Sponsored
by five Democrats, including Walker.

Jan 19 -- ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE Editorial -- Business leaders support
holiday; polls show most Arizonans favor it; yet issue must wait for November
ballot. Expect no action in legislature; it's an election year; no one will
take a controversial stand.

Jan 24 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE prints letter from Accuracy in Media, based in
Wash., D.C., that questions objectivity of REPUBLC/1GAZETTE coverage of "Ung
issue. Notes Hlogan's public announcement of company support for holiday and
wonders if it influences papers' coverage.
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Jan 25 -- Two holiday bills introduced in House by Rep. Sandra Kennedy;
one would create combined Washington-Lincoln Day and the otier King Day.

Feb 13 -- King holiday supporters and defenders of paid Columbus Day form
coalition to pressure legislature to revisit issue before November ballot.
Called UNITY, members include Pat Quaranta, leader of Citizens for the
Restoration of Columbus Day, Rev. Henry Barnwell, newly elected president of
Arizonans for MLK State Holiday, and Arnie Zaler, a Phoenix businessman active
in the King holiday effort last year. UNITY favors federal model combining
Washington and Lincoln holidays into Presidents Day and creating King holiday.

Feb 14 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports on O'Neil Associates Valley Monitor poll
that shows 51% of Valley residents favor federal holiday scheme; 43% oppose
it. 48% favor adding King Day to list of current holidays, including Columbus
Day; 46% oppose that option. 71% oppose Columbus Day/King Day swap; 59% would
vote to eliminate that law; 30% would vote to retain it.

Feb 25 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports ASU and Univ. of Arizona fear sports
recruiting troubles if holiday effort fails.

Feb 26 -- Sen. Walker, who in the past has supported legislative action,
says she would support a public vote on King holiday by itself and thinks other
Democrats would too.

Mar 1 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- GAZETTE has previous'y favored
legislative solution, but House Speaker Jane Hull's proposal .o put a straight
up or down King holiday referendum on the ballot offers quickest exit from
Arizona's decade-long controversy.

Mar 8 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Hull's proposal is'a convenient
strategy that risks minimum constituent wrath for legislators; result would be
a rancorous, divisive campaign of racial slurs and ethnic antagonism. Sensible
way out--repeal last year's law and establish separate holiday for King, then
either combine Washington and Lincoln days or boost number of holidays by one.

Mar 9 -- Arthur Mobley of the Arizona "Keep the Dream Alive" Coalition, a
pro-King ho11-day group, urges NFL to bypass Phoenix in choosing site for 1293
Super Bowl. Barnwell says his group supports the Super Bowl bid.

Mar 13 -- NFL owners award 1993 Super Bowl to Phoenix. Chairman of the
selection committee says Phoenix could lose game without a King holiday; would
intr3duce motion for ownerz to rescind the selection if holiday effort fails.

Mar 14 -- Leaders of UNITY meet with legislative leaders to request new
law to restore Columbus Day thus blocking November vote. Consensus in
legislature is to let voters decide. Legislative leaders say a proposal to put
King Day on ballot alone could pass.

-- In speech te 1,000 people at Black Women's Task Force luncheon,
Mofford says she'll renew effort to get a pard King holiday.

-- Gene Upshaw, executive director of the NFL Players Assn., says
players want King Day in Arizona if the Super Bowl is to be played in Phoenix;
would suppr-t moving game if holiday .s not enacted.

Mar 15 -- Wyoming governor signz legislation creating paid state King

holiday. 46 states now have day honoring King.
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Mar 16 -- Council of Black Engineers and Scientists cancels celebration
and awards banquet in Phoenix to protest lack of King holiday.

Mar 17 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Leqislature still afraid to act on
this simple issue; hiding behind smoke screen set up up by a small minority of
King Day opponents. Wyoming legislators *ad courage to do the right thing.

Mar 22 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports on statewide poll showing 37% think
Arizonans more supportive of King holiday now that Super Bowl will be in
Phoenix; 11% think citizens will be less supportive; 38% say it has no effect.

Mar 23 -- Cardinals lose chance to sign free-agent runnming back Ronnie
Harmon. Harmon refuses to play for team because state has no King holiday.

Mar 28 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE statewide poll shows 31% favor vote to decide
issue; 16% think lawmakers should decide. 51% support paid holiday; 40% oppose
it. Those most likely to oppose holiday are male Republicans older than 55.

-- MLK Federal Holiday Commission announces it will hold national
conference in Phoenix next month to show support for local efforts to get King
holiday. King's widow, who has declined previous invitations to come to
Arizona, will speak at the conference.

Apr 2 -- Convention Bureau says only three conventions have cancelled
since January; average occupancy of city hotels in 1939 rebounded to 1936-level
of 51%, after dipping to 47% in 1988. Industry analysts say slight rebound and
lessening of convention boycott doesn't mean 3-year-old controversy has died.

Apr 5 -- Episcopal Church announces 1991 General Convention will be in
Phoenix, eniing months of indecision. Church head vows to bring world's top
political and human rights leaders to Arizona to show solidarity for King
holiday. 25,000 are expected; third largest convention in U.S. ncxt year.
Among invited are Pres. Bush, who is Episcopal, and Archbishop Desmond Tutu.

Apr 13 -- ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE Editorial -- T racism is the real
reason for the hesitancy to create a King holiday, then it's time for leaders
to say enough. It's time that the legislature shows racism cannot survive in
the state of Arizona.

Apr 14 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Why is it legislature can give
itself Good Friday off, though it isn't an official holiday, yet governor can't
create King holiday?

Apr 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Referendum offers promise of more
divisiveness. Legislature is hesitant to take vote from people, but referendum
is not really about King holiday; it's about the loss of Columbus Day. King
Day is a holiday in most states; it's a federal holiday; sooner or later it
will be an Arizona holiday. Fighting the inevitable will not be an exercise in
states rights, but in self-destruction. The PHOENIX GA7ETTE, after mL'ch soul-
searching over the years, supports a King holiday for no other reason than
because it's the right thing to do. Lawmakers should establish holiday because
they love Arizona and want to prztect it from further hurt.

Apr 20 -- Buziness leaders tell ^ocfo r there are enough votes to get King

holiday through House, but Senata rcmains in doubt.
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Apr 22 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- King holiday is tribute to him
only as he embodied the confrontation with entrenched prejudice. Rather than
grapple with controversy, legislators prefer to let the people speak, taking
the path of least resistance. Referendum is not about King; it is about
Columbus Day repeal. Without that unpopular action, there would be no
referendum. Arizona is becoming increasingly consoicuous; other state holdouts
have passed laws. Legislature should enact King holiday.

Apr 26 -- At MLK Federal Holiday Commission meeting in Phoenix, King's
widow lauds efforts to establish a state holiday; says the nation and the world
have their eyes on Arizona.

Apr 27 -- Mofford meets with King's widow; tells Mrs. King the holiday is
her one wish and will be the top priority in her time remaining as governor.

May 9 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Time to put indecision behind and
honor man who symbolizes national struggle for civil and human rights.
Legislature should act without delay. Referendum is about Columbus, not King.
If legislature should pass King bill, opponents will still have enough time to
muster enough signatures to put King Day question on the ballot by itself.

May 13 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Legislature will be called on to
act this week; it will do the right thing unless it believes protracted
controversy best for Arizona. Throughout the controversy, governor has shown
dedication and resolve by acting to establish King holiday and restore Columbus
Day. Legislature can remedy problem that led to petition drive, satisfying the
goal of the referendum, while not taking away the people's right to mount
another referendum.

May 14 -- Mofford calls legislature to special session to consider bill
that would restore paid Columbus Day and create new paid King holiday,
increasing the number of state paid holidays to 11.

May 15 -- Senate Rules Committee votes 5-4 to approve paid King Day and
restore paid Columbus Day establishing an llth paid state holiday. Senata
President Bob Usdane ignores wishes of majority in Republican Caucu and brings
bill directly to Senate floor where it passes by a 16-14 vote (12 Dams. and 4
Repubs. for; 13 Repubs. and 1 Dem. against).

-- House Rules Committee votes unanimously to advance identical
bill for consideration by the full House.

Mfay 16 -- House approves King Day legislation 35-25 (25 Dems. and 10
Repubs. for; 24 Repubs. and 1 Dem. against); fends off last minute attempt to
put on November ballot by 27-22 vote. Governor signs bill; it will become law
Aug. 15. Measure creates paid King Day, repeals measure pasued last September,
chereby restoring paid Columbus Day, and removes r-ferendum on the September
law from November ballot. Mecham vows petition drive to put new law to public
vote; has until law's effective date to collect 42,350 signatures.

May 17 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Legislature has corrected itz
mistake while preserving option for r-fercnd.m. La,; was pa..ed with enough
time for another petition drive before November': election. Should there bc a
vote on the ne law, it will focus solely on the paid state holiday for King.
The tireless work of a coalition of business, labor, education and reli;iouz
leaders kept the dream alive.
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May 17 -- PIIOETIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Thanks to efforts of the governor
and leaders in both parties, lawmakers courageously opted to approve holiday.
It vas the right thing to do--right for Arizona; right for state's image; right
for history--Arizona was 48th state to join the Union and 48th state to honor
King. It's time to move on; the mountaintop is in sight.

May 17 -- Mecham launches drive to put newly created King holiday on
November ballot. Attorney General says if Mecham's petition drive is
successful, both the new referendum and the previous one will go on the ballot.

May 18 -- ARIZONA BUSINESS GAZETTE Editorial -- Legislative action was
engineered to ensure there would be enough time to place referendum on the
November ballot, if that was voters' will. Iecham and Sanders are twisting the
facts when they say legislature has taken vote away from voters. Only ones
creating enmity between legislature ind voters are Mecham and Sanders.

Aug 1 -- In a letter requested by U.S. Sen. John McCain, R-AZ, former
president Ronald Reagan praises King and says he hopes Arizonans will support
holiday to commemorate the ideals to which King dedicated his life.

Aug 13 -- Mecham supporters turn in 71,055 signatures in effort to put
King Day law passed in May.on the November ballot. If enough signatures are
certified, law will be.suspended. Tnis referendum then, as well as last
December's referendum, which beeks to repeal the Sep. 89 law, will be on the
ballot. Referendum on Sep. 89 law will be Proposition 301 and referendum on
the May 90 law will be Proposition 302.

-- Babbitt, along with more than 30 community, busir7ess and
religious leaders, announces effort to get voters to ignore Prop. 301 and
approve Prop. 302. Babbitt estimated his group, the MLK Better America
Committee, will spend $750,000 to urge voters to support Prop. 302.

Aug 14 -- Phoenix C..dinals and Phoenix Suns pledge money and manpower to
urge voters to establish King holiday. Teams previously filed statements oE
support with the Secretary of State's office on Aug. 3, joining many other pro-
holiday grov~ps--Episcopal Church of Arizona, UNITY, Arizona Young Republicans,
East Valley Partnership (a civic and business group), Phoenix and Valley of the
Sun Convention and Visitors Bureau, MLK Better America Committe, American
Jewish Committee, Anti-Defamation League ot-B'nai B'rith, and the National
Conference of Christians and Jews. Mecham filed only opposition statement.

Aug 15 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Many hoped controversy was
settled, but it was Lot to be. Opponents appear to have kept the matter

alive. King has become a powerful symbol; A"IZCNA REPUBLIC cannot believe
majJority of Arizonans seek pariah status for their state, or begrudge black
Americans their rights, or are prepared to tarnish the state's reputation.
There is danger that an indiffr c.nt majority il skip the referendum, allowing
passionate minority to muster a slim victory. If that happens, the holiday
vould be doomed at tremendous cost to the name and well-being of Arizona.

Aug 15 -- PHOENIX GZETE Editorial -- Proponents of King holiday have a
new adversary--confusion--that c 3uId be most d -ifficult obstacle of all.. Voer
will have to ot2 on tvo propositions; unfortunately, when things aren't cleaz,
voters vote no. That would be a tragedy. Real issue is moral, not economic.
It has become entangled in personalities and Party ztics; reason to honor
King has been forgotten. Arizonans should approve Prop. 302; it is right.
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9 Aug 17 -- Group of prominent Valley Mormons to campaign for King holiday;
concerned about impression some anti-holiday Mormon lawmakers have created.

Aug 20 -- UNITY openis headquarters and announces plans to register voters
and turn out the vote for Prop. 302. Babbitt and others call oh Arizonans to
support holiday.

Aug 21 -- No-No Committee forms to organize drive to repeal King holiday;
campaigning for no votes on both Prop. 301 and Prop. 302.

-- ASU poll of registered voters in Maricopa Co. shows King
supporters tend to be college educated Democrats under age 35, while opponents
usually are Republicans older than 55. Poll also indicates 44% favor King
holiday and 44% oppose it. 53% of Repubs. oppose holiday; 61% of Dems. support
it. 46% over 55 oppose holiday. 64% favor ballot decision; 30% oppose ballot.

Aug 30 -- Mofford calls for approval of Prop. 302; says rejection at the
polls will put Arizona in social and economic tailspin.

Sep 6 -- Secretary of State confirms opponents of King holiday have
submitted enough signatures to get May law on the ballot; 57,979 signatures
validated; 34% more than the 43,350 required. Officially tvo referendums will
be on the ballot.

-- Financial records show Valley National Bank of Arizona donated
$25,000 to King holiday effort. MLK Better America Committee raised $36,560 as
of Aug. 22; UNITY raised $4,481. MLK Better America Committee is expected to
out spend holiday opponents because of its heavy corporate support.

Sep 7 -- Mesa City Council votes 5-2 to support paid King holiday.

Sep 11 -- Phoenix Chapter of the Retired NFL Players Assn. announces they
are joining with MLK Better America Committee in support of Prop. 302.

-- Pamphlets explaining propositions made available to voters.
Includes statements in support of 302 from Reagan, Babbitt, Suns president
Colangelo and Cards owner Bid'iill.

Sep 13 -- ARIZONIA REPUBLIC reports both candidates for governcr, Democzat
Terry Goddard and Republican Fife Symington, support state paid King Aay-'

Sep 21 -- O NIX. GAZETTE reports ASU faculty senate votes to support
Prop. 302. Faculty cites controversy's effect on state's economy and on
perception of Arizona as intolerant.

Sep 23 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll indicates majority of Arizonans favor paid
state holiday for King, but majority oppose holiday if it means giving up paid
Columbus Day. 55% favor Prop. 302, 42% oppose it; 71% oppose Prop. 301, 130
favor it. Those favoring Prop. 302 say absence of holiday has hurt Arizona's
image and has cost state new business, jobs and economic expansion. Those
against Prop. 202 say stata - e:s don't need 1.& paid ho'liday, it's too
expensive and the state is already in financial trubla.

Sep 25 -- o: .,:, GAZETT' z ports on ASU state poll that shows 57% support
paid King holiday and 27% oppose it. Of those for holiday, 6% favor Goddard,

7 Zymington. 0f those opposing holiday, 53% favor CymingtOn, 23% Go-dard.
-- ,,.'r sourc.~ '.-.. te V :T. a &_- t-t .,Z. RE20.......... t i Uing Day :- voteddown, the league vill push ouners to vote on Super Bowl relocatl:on.

A-24



1990 Continued --

Sep 26 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Arizona's longstanding political
wounds are healing. Recent poll shows 55% of Arizonans support Prop. 302 and
42% oppose it. Although outcome is uncertain, it's the first time a majority
supports paid King holiday. The state has sustained an unfortunate and unfair
stigma. By enacting King Day referendum--the first state in the nation to do
so--Arizona sends an unmistakable message to the nation that Arizona is a
progressive, ethnically diverse state willing to vork for a better tomorrow.

Sep 27 -- Pop singer Linda Ronstadt announces support of efforts to enact
King holiday in Arizona during her concert at ASU.

Sep 29 -- Saguro High School student group, along with members of NFL's
Jhoenix Cardinals and Washington Redskins, announces drive to collect 10,000
student signatures in support of King holiday. Petitions will be given to
King's widow. Group also announces plans to pass out leaflets at Cards' next
home game; effort sponsored by MLK Better America Committee.

Oct 2 -- At meeting of Bishop and Synod Roundtable, Valley religious
leaders agree in principle to support Prop. 302. In response to MLA Better
America Committee offer of sermon materials, some clergymen say they are
hesitant to politicize the piflpit.

Oct 3 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports Mesa Chamber of Commerce unanimously
endorses Prop. 302. Members believe lack of holiday has had dgtrimcntal impact
on state's economy through lost convention and tourism business. l,1,5-member
group is among state's five largest.

Oct 5 -- Arizona Television Co. donates $50,000 to HLK Better America
Committee; company includes KTVK-TV, Channel 3, Phoenix's ABC affiliate.

Oct 8 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- This Columbus Day vill be the last
in Arizona unless voters reject Prop. 301. We hope Prop. 301 fails. Arizona
should recognize both Columbus Day and King holiday by passing Prep. 3,2

Oct 9 -- East Valley political and business leaders announce support for
Prop. 302. City Council members from Mcsa and Chandler say holiday isi:portant; thay are concerned far development of people as -ell as economy.

Czt 10 -- Live broadcast of !2News Town Hall on racism on KPUX-TV Channel
12 attended by 300 people. There's a consensus that Prop. 302 won't stop
racism, ut, it is a step in the right diraction.

3ct 11 -- 1' R IONa R . 2 1 -,, reports on ASU statevide poll that shows Prop.
302 favored by 51% of voters, opposed by 35%. 200 for Prop. 301, 69 against.

Oct 12 -- Coalition of Arizona religious leaders representing Jewish,
Catho c, Mormcn, Baptist and Presbyterian faiths endorses pald --
and asks Arizonans to approve Prop. 302.

-- Greater Phoenix Economic Council says Passage af holi. -&iL
h".e tremendous positive impact on the city's ab1lit L t .. u
and Industry.

Oct 13 -- Former U.S. Sen. Barry Goldvater endorses Prop. 302; says paid
state holiday right for Arizona. ..echam says Goldater's endorsement of Prop.

302 wil1 make no difference to the outcome on Election Day.
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Oct 15 -- Maricopa County Board of Supervisors unanimously approves
resolution endorsing Prop. 302.

Mesa City Council votes 5-2 to support King holiday and Prop.
302. Mesa is state's third largest city.

Oct 16 -- Mormon Church for MLK/Civil Rights Day, a group of 50 prominent
Mormons, launches effort to raise money and sponsor advertising in support of
Prop. 302 to fight perception Mormon church is racist and against holiday.

Oct 17 -- NFL meetings conclude with no discussion of King holiday
referendum and outcome's effect on 1993 Super Bowl. NFL commissioner did not
want to put pressure on Arizona voters.

Oct 13 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Goldwater's support of King holiday
is not surprising. He realizes that what unites people is more important than
what divides them. Movement King led resulted in nonviolent change; it did not
have to be that way and would not have been if it had been led by others.

Oct 24 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports on ASU statewide poll showing Prop. 302
favored by 52%, opposed by 36%. Prop. 301 supported by 20%, opposed by 65%.

Oct 26 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Joint Legislative Budget Committee
calculated holiday will cost Arizona $500,000. It's much less than the $30 mil.
in lost conventions thus far, not counting future events wozth millions more
that are in jeopardy. The relative costs make a compelling argument--even if
there were no moral, social, historic and practical reasons, approving Prop.
302 makes sense.

Oct 26 -- Phoenix Cardinals players donate $16,000 to Gov. Mofford an-d LK
Better America Committee to show support of Prop. 302. Ca-dinals and Phoenix
Suns organizations had previously donated $20,000 each in support of the
holiday and Suns players had given $16,000.

-- Arizona Assn. for Industrial Development endorses Prop. 302.

Oct 23 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- Recommend passage of Prop. 302; it
won't cost the state any money. We honor Columbus because of hi remarkable
voyage across the Atlantic and discovery of the Nev World. "de honor King
because of his passionate and fearless commitment to fairness and equal rights.

O -- C.. City Council unanimously endorses Prop. 302, becoming
the 23nd city in Arizona to endorze King holiday. Chandler Mayor Coy Payne was
th, first, and remains the only, black mayor in the state.

Oct 31 -- AR!IZONA REPUBLIC reports Scottsdale Chamber of Commerce voted to
support Prop. 302.

-- State Republican Party chairman, Burt Kruglick announces support
l- a I t :- "" 1 1:.

Ncv 1 -- ,R!"N RENTOZ1 poll of Arizonans shows P:op. 3102 favored ty 52
and opposed by 23% . Prop. 301 supported by l3 and opposed y 9 ;:7.-- ~ o ... v. , mr ..- -t- -~ens of ASU, Univ. -c - a--

Northern Arizona Univ. mailed pro-0.2 lttes to thousands .f 'key" IU.... .
-- Business leaders of Phoenix Chamber of Commerce reiterate

importance 3f King holiday to state's economic condition.
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V Nov 1 -- Mock election open to junior- and senior-high school ztcdentz in
Arizona results in 6,254 votes for Prop. 301 and 6,114 votes for Prop. 3021.

-- PHOENIX GAZETTE publishes analysis of ballot propositions. Of
the 13 measures on the ballot, Prop. 301 and 3.02 will have most influence on
Arizona's political future; King issue has confounded legislature since 1975.
Polls show 301 headed for easy defeat and 302 to narrow victory. Voter turnout
likely to be key; higher the turnout, better chance 302 will pass. No-No
Committee has raised $1,800; HLK Better America Committee had raised $650,000
by mid-October, primarily from business community. Four pro-holiday TV ads
al.ed--King and his dream, Kir- and civil rights history, holiday's economic
.ipact on Arizona, and the minority experience. Nlo-Ho Committee is receiving
free air time under the Fairness Doctrine; anti-holiday ad produced for $30.

No1V I -_ PHOENITX GAZETTE Editorial -- Recommendations for Tuesday's
election call for "yes" vote on PrOp. 3J02 and "no" vote on Prop. 301.

Nov 4-- AIZO' REPUBLIC Edit~orial -- If Tuesday's results reflect recent

polls, Arizona will become only state in nation to have honored King by vote of
th~e people. Favorable vote for Prop. 3102 w~ill dispense with bogus notion
Arizona is racist. Effort to enact King Day has been remarkable; it broughL
toget~her diverse coalition of business, ethnic, civic, religious and political

leadrs. Patience and determination will be rewarded with success.

Nov 4 - - On NFL Today show CBS Spiorts reports NFL plans tCo move 1993 Super
Bowl from Tempe if King holiday vote fails. When questioned, NFL'r officials
deny decision has been made.

Nov 5 -- Valley Super Bawl organizers deny CBS report; claim story planted
in hope voters would perceive blackmail and defeat holiday measure. *irL

ofIcas refuse tCa confirm or deny report; say they will not comment until
after election.

Nc 6--PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Speculation about u:per-,; ': 'at
passage of King holi-day is not new; has been passiiliy since gane was

avade. uper BOwl is =:no: issue and not the zeasan peoplc shou14 vote For
Pr-op. 302. Some will probably vote- again-t .i Aj eas hydntlk
being Lthreatzt ned. On mr exampe f amage cntavrs ha caused to
'rizona's naLtia reputation. Prp 10 desezrves to paso :san

Nov 6 -- Prop. 301 defeated by voters 766,387 to20,4 75 n 4)
P:Gp. 30 2 %defeated 53,l o~624 or bY on-g po Ut vrp 30

*- - - -- -" ') cc")~ L L. .o1) -- ~P
to 1,912 contisbut "was ~ reece so..lyin11 all 13 zur.... con-es.2,

zappcrters and opponents say repo.:t by CS Sports an the Sunday before thea vzte
was------------factor in the oUtL.come.

- - ]AidS Voting, a program to familiarize children with the "Gting
process while at the same time inzreasing turn out among thei: pazanto;, razutz

:n ~ ~ O 1it01frPop 3, 431,328 1o 11, 353 71 to2'

Z ov 7 -- FL commissioner Pala Taabue recommends 1103 Super Oowl be

CTtCiyto lose NFL ;a~ ~.. ... z.1J .. in :...mae

il.alss in zevanue totl 7 atacin cpLen o .
;.az'a 2cw ;ff~c ~ -~ ev1.1. 'zu - trc g1pI ca

Years Day game in Tempe.
A-27



1990 Continued -

N ov '7-- National Bakeball Assn. spokesman says league wi.ll put no
events in Phoenix tL include annual meetings and all-sts: game.

-- rrie Zaler of pro-King group UNITY criticizea hollday campaign
affort waged by business leaders; says it was wrong to emphasize economic
impact instead of moral issue. HLK Bettter America Committec defends effort;
says threefold message was sent to voters--moral, uconomic and need for the
state to put. issue behind it. Both pro-King and anti-holiday groups say vote
produced no clear mandate for or against holiday. Goddard blames "NFL
blackmail" for vote failure.

-- Convention Bureau expects more cancellations in wake of holiulay
defeat; says controversy cost Phoenix $16 mil. in first four months ofl 1190 and
predicts potential losses of up to $123 mil, in 'the coming year.

-- Economic development and banking officials fear efforts to
attract hew businesses to state will be hurt by holiday failure.

-Black leaders across.U.S. expect economic boycott ofl Arizona.

Hov 8 -ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial -- People have spoken or, the issue.
Voters have given resounding "Noll--by 3 to 1 margin--to King Day in place of
Columbus Day. But voters less distinct on King holiday itself; thin margin of-
deafeat is hardly candate against King day of some kind. There is widespread
support for holid.;-; issue should not disappear. Cpponents and supporters
should compromise and submit measure to people for approval. We need King day
in some form for 3ood of state. Message must be sent that Arizona can't be
stampeded into taloring Its agenda, Arizona's principles are not. for sale.

:1o 3 - - Gov. foford pledgjes King Day effort;: says st-ate is Io rais,
Phoenix and Tempe have King holiday, and it's not a cnmcise u
moral one. She has no specific plans, but is ruling nothing out, including

specil leislaive session. Lawmakers say run-off election :z more important;
want to wait for regular session in Jan. 91 to deal with holiday issue.

-Religious and civic leaders vow to continue fight fcor holiday.
-In, interview on CBS Morning News Phoenix Mayor Paul, Johnson says

cit-y can't wait Lor goego and legislature toat;sysNL sae lm '3
holiday failure and taking game from Phoenix is great injutice

-NFL commissioner says he has not ruled out Super B nTempe,
Zut F spokes a.. says league does not want toitrfer it :iZon voer.

-- heatonPhonixHoel pledges $000ta-ward underwri:tin pai
-~gda;callenge ohers L o contribute $503,000 needed to fin-ance holiday.

Sheraton says four groups have cancelled convention plans, costing ^42-0,008.
President- of Hotr- an' Mote' Assn. predicts wave of cancellations.

-- Holiday foe JUlian S7anders and holiday uta Ari-ale: tzyying,
to w.ork -.ut compromise. Sanders says voters would accept civil rghts Jay t!.aOt
included Lincoln's name, but would not support replacing Lincoln's day, adding
another Paid holiday, or adopting the federal model. Zaler says pro-King
voters would reject holiday without Keting's name.

Me Heha t-ally appcsed to any King holiday; says people have
spoken and he's considering suing the NFL, ror pulling tha Super

Goddard an-,:.ncas that'i elected in thle run-off !lectlort h e l
callforspeiallegslaive zesion; says he favors hefederal madel.

Novr -- PT Cc% X G Zv T'E '.:Aitor iai -- Ari zcna isn' t acist, thoug it 1sWperceived that way. King Day ISsue is not dead. rota could easily have gone
thle other vay. If anti.-Kinag forcas didn't accapt* 7eto of A~kes %-bcu
er ot.: s-ate hali-day hnad --*n passed by the legislature, why should King

Supporters accept narrow defe2at --t tht. ;Zll3? Arizona vill have a Kin.-g Day.

A -28



1990 Continued -

11ov 9 A- AR IZONt1A rEnUBrIC Editorial - rzona i~no moze racist 'aolay
than any other state. Close votLe waz victory in itef no othe sttehs A
public vote. Arizona's national reputation has bc-en damaged, though. unfairly.
Consequences of vote will be costly; most visible result is loss of Super
BoWl. UFL may have had hand in negative vote and decision to move game is a
hasty one. King is widely honored in Arizona; only state and county employees
don't, have hol.day. Issue is far from dead, however. Struggle will persist.

Nov -9 -- Rresident of Convention Bureau says two conventions have
cancelled since election costing Phoenix $1 ail. Th-ee more are considering
pulling out, which would result in further loss of $4 mil. to Valley.

-- FIL commissioner says Arizona's defeat of King holiday overrides
fact Phoenix and Tempe have holiday because game is of national stature; state
politicial issue should be debated free of Super Bowl entanglement.

-- Mesa man asks U.S. District Court in Phoenix for injunction to
block !1FL from moving Super Bowl; la-isuit charges 111cL and CBS vith, "chanzging
the vote- of an elector by corzupt means or inducement" and ncoercion and
intimidation of an elector," both violations of Arizona law.

- - Governor rules out moves to quickly establish holiday; will not
use executive order or call for action during special Legislative session. 'Key
legislative leaders say no action likely on 'King holi1day until next regular
session convenes Jan. 14, 1991.

Nov 10 -- PHOEHIX GAZETTE Editorial -- 1harrow rejection of King Day sent-
shock w4aves across Arizona and nati.a, but there are encouraging signs.
Governor's efforts to bring political, business, religious and sports leaders
together to find a solution should be applauded. Election results are not
characteristic of state's tradition of opportunity fgor all. Aziizonans wI no t
ignore this symbolic tr~ibute to the civil riLghts -.ovement--the fmost sniant
social development this century. 1No reason, for Arizcna not to* have King Day.

UovI'L, -'EecuiveDircto ofFiata awl says no team has said they
will decline bid because of holiday defeat, but bovl organi=ers are considerinag
MOVE of game from Tempe to another stat to L.iffuse controversy.-

-- Sanders drops effort to negotiate compromise after hard-core
anti1-holiday forces oppose any discussions.

No 1 -- Fiesta Bow organizarzs anouc game -~l eaaA..Y.U
vetoed move to -can Diego because Holiday Bowl is already pelayed there. Fet
3cvl continues search for tw6-o top ranked teams who will. aca tl ta play;
Uni-. GrVig-n~a says -ill no cet i6 - -bcueo

--Gover-nor sayz she -ill add holi da Y bI 1. t*a pc c I ag z pec ;-alI
session if assured measure wildraw 213 support in both House and Senate
puWti ng law into effect Ameiaey thus negating any referendum efffort.

Ao 2-6 Governor favors holiday pattere afte feea &ode. Key

-- F1 Comisoi - VWLT .y he is willi-ng ta leave door apen t-
"reaonale lteraties"ta zc.ving Zupar

: c-. pponents 5sy deciZio. to enact hM.liday Ghoul I emd
volters; vow to recall any legiz1atkr :U L-jes a.i

::Gv 13 -- .,::I CZTIE Editorial lepita lalz z9 "Tag holiday,

Arizonans should not be ashazed of. thei state; other mesue o he Z"lo
were passed that can be pointed to-. with pride.
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Nov 13 -- House Minority Leader Art Hamilton believes bill following
federal model could get 2/3 majority. Republicans support doubtful because GOP
uses Lincoln's Birthday as focus of fund-raising effort in state. Senate
President Bob Usdane says special session should deal with run-off rules only.

-- National League of Cities considers moving site of next year's
convention from Phoenix; 10,000 visitors and $6.9 mil. in revenue expected.

-- Head of NFL Super Bowl Site Selection Committee says it's not
NFL's fault Arizona could not pass King Day. NFL should not share, blame.

-- Fiesta Bowl executive director announces Univ. of Louisville
will play the 2nd place team from the Southeastern Conference in New Year's Day
game; ends month of uncertainty for the bowl in wake of King holiday defeat.
Halftime ceremony will honor King. Bowl will donate $100,000 grant for
minority students to each school in addition to $100,000 endowment and $2.5
mil. each team already receives for playing in the game.

Nov 14 -- Nobel Peace Prize winner Anglican Archbishop Desmond Tutu will
come to Phoenix.next summer for "Rally Against Racism" to protest racism and
support King holiday. Episcopal Church officials announce rally will launch
their 10-day general convention, drawing more than 15,000 people; considered
cancelling convention but decided event could be forum to support King holiday.

-- NFL commissioner says he will work with Arizona officials to
keep Super Bowl in Tempe if King controversy can be resolved.

-- Florida baseball official hopes to lure professional baseball
spring training from Arizona to Florida's Citrus League bpcause of King flap.

-- State transportation official says revenue loss caused in part
by King holiday failure has put Valley freeway construction plans in jeopardy.

-- Univ. of California athletic director says dchool will accept
Tucson's Copper Bowl invitation despite pressure to snub game.

-- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports on poll commissioned by MLK Better
America Committee and conducted by Earl de Berg of Behavior Research Center
shoving 9% changed to no vote on Prop. 302 at last minute because of CBS Sports
story; equates to 60,000 votes. 63% of no votes cited NFL threat as factor.
Pollster theorized voters upset at implied intimidation. 41% voted no because
another paid holiday not needed and 6% made racist comments.

-- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports on ASU poll zhoing Arizonans over age
55 and those in rural areas voted strongly against holiday, overcoming slim pro-
holiday majorities in Maricopa and Pima counties, counties once considered win-
makers. 56% of voters age 35 or under, and 51% age 35-54 voted for holiday;
57% age 55-64, and 51% age 65 or older voted against. Rural counties went 60-
40 against holiday. ASU's Bruce Merrill surmized there were racial overtones in
elderly vote (attitudes toward race generatisnal, older 7otarz more intolerant,
harbor resentment over turmoil of civil :ights battles foughtn 19M). Chuc%
Coughlin, LK campaign strategist, says pro-holiday supporters -are never able
to get rural voters involved (moral/ethical arguments didn't work, arguments
about conventions/tourism had little value). Poll showed two other factors
also sank holiday--two ballot measures split pro-vote (63% voted for one or
both propositions) and last minute report on possible loss of Cuper Dow1 (about
3% switched from yes to no vote on Prop. 3C2 because of CBS report).

Nov 15 -- Rev. Stewart announces grass-roots campaign called "Victory '91:
600,000 for MLK." Carl Nicholson, of recently-disbanded UNITY, announces
formation of group called Arizonans for King Recognition. Both groups call for
special election to enact King Day under federal model; say voters rejected
holiday because it gave workers another day off. King foes announce fund-
raising effort to finance challenges to any attempt to defy voters' will.
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Nov 16 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Not only is Arizona shamed by
failed King vote, its U.S. senator: are subject of Congressional ethic: .robe.

Nov 16 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC poll shows racism, resentment of Super Bowl
threat and reluctance to add paid holiday key reasons in Prop. 302 defeat--21%
cite racism, 21% cite NFL threat, 18% say too many holidays; also 15% say King
not deserving, 15% say another holiday too expensive, 8% resented outsid,
pressure, and 8% cite confusion between Prop. 301 and 302.

-- Universities of California dnd Wyoming formally accept
invitations to play in Tucson's Copper Bowl.

Nov 17 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC reports Arizona's $5 bil. travel and tour
industry, state's 2nd largest industry, plans to combat King Day fallout.
Arizona Hotel and Motel Assn. urging members to lobby legislature for holiday.
Phoenix mayor sending letter emphasizing 21 Arizona cities celebrate King Day
to groups who have scheduled to come or who are considering coming to Phoenix.

Nov 18 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC Editorial " One election does not preclude
further political efforts for King Day; that's the democratic process. Vote
was hardly decisive, rejected only two among many possibilities. Whatever is
done, measure must go to the voters. It's uncertain if matter will be
addressed in special session or if it's legal to include question on run-off
ballot. It's doubtful there could be special election before Nov. 1992, but
idea is worth investigating. Mecham's proclamation does not befit the issu .

Nov 19 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports Auburn Univ. will accept Fiesta Bowl bid
should it be offered; players' vote divided, but cites the opportunity to
change Alabama, Arizona and the nation; bid depends on conference standings.

Nov 20 -- Chase Manhattan Bank of New York announces Tempe will be site of
new credit card center; employing 2,000 workers with $25 mi'. payroll. Kingfailure considered, but company saw Tempe has holiday; company said excellent
labor pool and $8 nil. in financial incentives outweighed ho.liday Issue.

-- 200 people rally at state capitol and vov to continue Light fo'
King Day; ASU students joined by ASU administrators and community leaders.

-- Pima County Board of Supervisors votes unanimously to ,ive
county workers day off to honor King; first county to do so.

-- Alabama faculty senate passes resolution by vote of 19-10 urging
school to reject Fiesta Bowl bid; will be sent to university president.

Nov 211 - ogales Ci-ty Council votes to establish King holiday.

Nov 22 -ARIZONA REpUB C Editorial -- Chase Manhattan announcement is
much needed positive news for the Valley. A-pf'-,oL ~ ~ ~ .... Valy oeul, shows3 dir-e warnings about
fallout fro, King Day failure not totally true.

Nov 22 -- CBS dropped from lawsuit accusing NFL of influcnc.ing -lection.
-- RIZON REPUBLIC reports on ASU poll showing 63% voted yes on

one or bot-. propositions. Confusion cited as reason for holiday defeat-J-9
voted for both; 36% voted yes on 302, no on 301; 8% voted yes on 301, no on
2; 37% voted against both. 3%, or 30,000 votcrz, switchad to no vote because
of NFL report. Fimdings suggest voters .and h y b .vo. t. a pi.

'Nov 23 -- Valley Baptist and Episcopal Church leaders urge continued drive

for King holiday.
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Nov 21 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE Editorial -- Chase Bank announcement evidence
that economic development need not stop because of holiday def.at.

Nov 211 -- Univ. of Louisville formally accepts Fiesta Bowl bid despite
pleas of many to decline invitation to play.

Nov 25 -- ARIZONA REPUBLIC news analysis--Although King question won't be
on rin-off ballot, will be factor in governor's race. Goddard wants quick
legislative action to enact holiday with later referral to voters. Symington
favors "go slow" approach; says wait until spring to work out solution.

Nov 26 -- National Episcopal Church leaders begin polling U.S. dioceses to
determine how widespread feelings are toward cancelling or moving 1991 general
convention from Phoenix. Five dioceses have passed resolutions critical of
King vote, but unsure if they'll boycott. Church also discussing form of
protest--noisy rally led by Tutu verszus mere presence of convention.

Nov 28 -- Episcopal Church announces it will hold convention in Phoenix,
ut is looking for ways of minimizing economic windfall of 10-day meeting to
the Valley; will use economic impact as protest of King holiday failure.

-- The Athletic Congress board of directors votes to withhold TAC
national championship meets from states without paid King holiday.

Nov 29 -- PINGENIX GAZETTE reports most of 1991 convention line-up will
survive fallout of holiday rejection. About 300 meetings are scheduled
according to Convention Bureau. Of 22 biggest (1,200 delegates or more) 15
have no plans to change location and 3 are undecided; most say .it's too late to
change location or membership isn't concerned about King issue.

-- Chandler City Council approves watered-down version of King Day
by 5-2 vote; city offices will remain open, city employees may take King Day
off instead of their birthday at their option.

Producer of Phil Donahue Show announces Mecham and Rev. Stewart
will appear on show together Dec. 10 to discuss Xing Day controversy; will be
seen in 20 cities live and -:t of nation tape-delayed. Since Election Day,
Mecham has been guest on many radio talk shows across country.

Nov 30 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports Paul Simon's Jan. 19 performance at
Desert Sk- Pavilion will benefit holiday effort. Desert Sky will donate
$15,000 of proceeds and Simon will contribute unspecified amount.

-- Haricopa County supervisor asks County Attorney's Office foz
legal opinlcn on whethe: county can create, change or abolizh a state holiday
with a view toward establishing King holiday for county eployEuz.

Dec 1 -- Tniv. or alaama accepts invitatlon to play Univ. oI oui-il
in Fiesta Bowl after much debate; players vote sealed decision.

Dec 3 -- Mofford aide says governor and Sen. DeConcini *U.l xieet "with- IFL
commissioner on Dec. 7 in Washington, D.C. to discuss controversy.

Dec 4 -- P1CENIX GAZETTE reports Episcopal Church.. plans t-o go ahead wth
O__ P,,e,,x meeting despite -o-piz t y sone ninati ard =all -.- r-- ycot.

by Union of Black Epizcpaliazz, a- d st a . ..... A..f Ch.rc..S'
Unani~s adatian of resiolu tion ba.i.ng subsidiazieo fZom meeting in stataz
without King holiday. National Council of Churches is nation's largest
ecumenical group; raprnsants 2rotestant, Czthodox anA 'enmiAtn1An-3 enom2n ons
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Dec 4 -- Federal regulator warns Fiesta Bowl officials that offer of
$100,000 for minority scholarships to schools playing in game may violate civil
rights laws. Bowl offered money affer protests over King holiday failure.

Dec 5 -- Arizona Ecumenical Council unanimously adopts resolution calling
on its one -million members to observe ILK/Civil Rights Day in January.

-- ASU economist says defeat of holiday may increase number of
"snowbirds" coming to Arizona because areas that voted against holiday were
overwhelmingly retired and most snowbirds fit the same demographic mold.

Dec 6 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE learns governor wants to ask legislature in firs t
week of next session to g.ive her temporary power to declare King holiday by
executive order and- then refer question to voters in 1992; most lawmakers and
governor favor federal model.

-- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports O'Neil Associates Valley Monitor poll
shows majority of Valley residents believe holiday failure will hurt Arizona;
more than 4alf want legislature to take action. 49- think great harm will
result, 31% think it will be somewhat damaging, 17% think no effect. 56% favor
La.wmaker action, 42% opposed. 63% favor federal model, 33% oppose. Pollstersays paid holiday aspect cost 10% of vote.

-- Univ. of Alabama student leaders support playing in the Fiesta
Bowl. Despite contiued protests by others, university officials say they will
not reconsider decision to play in New Year's Day game.

Dec 7 -- After 2 1/2 hour meeting with Mofford and other political and
business leaders of Arizona delegation, NFL commissioner stands by
recommendation to move 1093 Super Bowl.

-- Governor denies considering establishing King holiday by
executive order. Lawmakers say Zofford has talked about special session
possibility, but no definite plans have been discussed.

-- Episcopal Church leaders say they are considering shortaning and
restructuring 1991 convention to ainiuize economic benefit to Arizona; meeting
set for Jan. 5 to discuss plans.

-- ",CA rejects ASU bid to host part of 1994 NCAA baz-e-tbal
tournamen~t. School officials think it's because of holiday failure; NCAA
officials deny holiday was issue.

-- ARIZONA BUSINESS G...ZETTE reports di:ctor of state tour.!ism off"Ic
says tourism industry unprepared for King holiday defeat and now developing
strategy to overcome effects. Arizona should send positive image--21 cities
celebrate holiday as well as many large corporations and 3 state universities,
and state is not racist; it welcomes all groups.

-- Yolanda King, 34-year-old actress daughter of MLK wILhd-aws from
performance of play in Tucson; originally said she'd appear, but decided her
presence vould be misconstrued as contrary to goals of tholiday supporters.

e1 cham and Rcv. Stewart appear on Donahue Show together; trade
verbal jabs for an hour about whether Arizona needs a paZi state hol.day
honoring King. Stcwazt sought tou mphasize four points---Arizon isnlt racist,
Arizona doesn't have King holiday as 1echam contends, two ballot propositions
confuzcd voters on the issue, and Arizona wants sport. , aspecially the : to
stay out of political debate. Mecham said blacks need jobs not holidays and' claimed holiday would cost the state $5 mil.

Dec 11 -- Episcopal C3uncil of .ash., D.C. diocese unanimously approves
campaign to push for movement 3f 1991 enminational convention from Phoen ix t-
Atlanta; plan to lobby for move at Jan. 5 meeting.
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Dec 11 -- Louisville football coach unveils 5-minute video of team
highlights that includes references to King and his dream. Cach says
university thought long and hard before accepting Fiesta Bowl' bid, but felt
rejecting game would not be appropriate statement in support of King.

-- Black leaders meet with Univ. of Alabama president to discuss
their concerns over football team's trip to Fiesta Bowl; again urge school to
pull out of game.

Dec 12 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports Department of Education will prohibit
schools that receive federal funds from offering scholarships earmarked for
minority students; government official says such grants are discriminatory and
therefore violate civil rights laws. Ruling result of Fiesta Bowl effort to
mitigate controversy over failure of King holiday by offering minority grants.

Dec 13 -- Legislators say there's little interest in tackling King issue
in special session, although governor's position unclear. Mofford summons key
lawmakers to Dec. 18 meeting to discuss holiday options. House Speaker Jane
Hull, R-Phoenix, prefers waiting for legislature to convene in January; says
holiday should result only from vote of people and should not result in
additional paid holiday. House leadership supports federal model.

-- 600 people gather at First Baptist Church prayer breakfast in
support of holiday. Rev. Stewart, who leads new coalition of pro-holiday
groups called Victory Together-One Clear Choice, calls for petition drive to
ask governor and legislature to create King Day that conforms to federal
model. Goddard at bxeakfast; cdlls for holiday enactment. Symington sends
letter; says governor and legislature cannot act alone, people must decide.

Dec 17 -- Iofford postpones meeting with lawmakers because key leaders are
unable to attend; not clear if meeting will be rescheduled. Cancellation dims
chances hol'iday will be enacted before new legislature convenes in January.

-- Univ. of Alabama refuses to back out of Fiesta Bowl, but agrees
to hLnor King after appeals by Southern Christian Leadership Conference, "Ahich
was founded by King. School will set aside $100,000 from bowl receipts to
match $100,000 contribution from bowl to enhance minority programs at school.
Players will wear arm bands and patches on uniforms, and will present King
portrait to bowl. School will also reactivate minority affairs group.

-- Bush administration partially overrules Department of Education
position on minority scholarships; says scholarships' specifically for -i.nority
students are not violation of civil rights law if federal funds are not used.

Dec 13 -- 211HOEII'A IGA ZETTE rEports 2?bc elations Society of mra
'lans to go ah-Ead with Phoenix meeting; 2,000 people and $2 nil. expected.

-- Maricopa County supervisor Betsey Bayless, citing county
attorney's opinion, says county cannot adopt King holiday because state law
requires counties to follow state holiday schedule.

Dec 19 - - ARIZO1A REPUDLIC Editorial -- Fiesta 2owl, facing crisis in
finding tvo teams, went into scholarship business, promising Alabama and
Louisville $100,00C each to fund minority grants. Department of Educationsteppe.- :a and A ."-^A 4.

a hen was reversed, sort of, by Bush's chief of staff J"-n%,. ,:pSs Were just 310 Of -era ..... atr 0.; FiestaZ ZUS ..,
Oununu. Ccholoarchips J. j 1 , U of Ae d A. *- It
confusing :ung's memory with football. Government fumbld as well--Bush v't-ad
civil -ights bill over quot, .... 2 azound and allow;ed prafaren1-l
scholarships--government is supposed to consider education needs for al.
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0 Dec 21 -- Tutu says he may back out of Valley appearance; fears his
presence may upset holiday backers. Local pro-holiday rel i-us leaders faa:
major economic boycott might follow Tutu pull out.

-- Scottsdale Chamber of Commerce plans to contact groups that a:e
considering cancelling or who have cancelled meetings there to educate tha
about King holiday (21 cities have it, many businesses observe it, ballot Was
confusing, extra paid holiday was issue); says holiday failure and weak economy
have hurt local economy. Chamber's director-of conventions/tourism says 22
groups have cancelled, costing city $8 mil.

Dec 25 -- PHOENIX GAZETTE reports Fiesta Bowl halftime shov will not focus
on King; "Celebrate America" will lump King vith Kennedy, Lincoln, and Patzick
Henry as upholders of ideals of U.S. Bill of Rights, 200 years old next year.

Dec 27 -- Mesa Chamber of Commerce approves King Day for itz employees.
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Yes on 302
?ILK Better America Committee

September 6. 1990

Passage of Proposition 302 with a "Yes" vote will:

o Establish a Martin Luther King,Jr./ Civil Rights Day on the third Monday in January.

o Proposition 302 retains Columbus Day as a state holiday.

o Passage will celebrate the nation's progress in civil rights and Dr. King's singular
contribution to that progress.

o To support this proposition, vote YES.

The Holiday:

o Honors s man and a movement which represented the American ideals of liberty and
justice for all.

o Dr. King ushered in an unprecedented era of civil rights progress without violence, an
accomplishment we should celebrate.

o Dr. King-worked-to extend the American dream to all Americans.

o Honors the nation's accomplishment and commitment to individual rights and freedom.

Facts:

Economics:

o Lack of a Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day has cost Arizona more than $30
million in lost convention business.

o Future special events which may be forfeited without the holiday include the 1993
NFL Super Bowl, worth an estimated $200 million to the state economy; the 1991
11,000-delegate Episcopal Church convention, and the 1992 National League of Cities
and Towns convention, among others.

o The perception of Arizona as a racially intolerant state is a major negative factor
facing business and industry.

Cost:

o According to the Joint Legislative Budget committee, the Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil
Rights paid holiday will cost about $500,000, or one-tenth of one percent of the state's
$3.5 billion budget.

Support:

o More than 120 nations, the U.S. Government, 47 states and 21 Arizona cities already
celebrate a King holiday.

Paid for by the MIK Btter America Committee
Bruce Babbitt and John Rhodes, Co-Chairmen
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Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day

Questionnaire

YES No Does your company already observe a paid
Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights
Day.

Yes No A "Yes" vote on 302 will create a paid
State holiday observing a Martin Luther
King, Jr./Civil Rights Day. Will your
company observe this holiday and will
you sign a resolution in support of the
holiday.?

Yes No Will your company support a paid Martin
Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day even
if 302 fails to get a majority of votes
in November?

Yes No Would you be willing to distribute
campaign material, discussing how a
holiday will benefit the state, to your
company employees?

# How many paid holidays does your company
currently provide its employees?

Comments/Additional Questions:

Company Name

CEO's Name

Questionnaire Respondent

Phone Number

Please Return This Form To:

MLK Better America Committee
P.O. Box 13303

Phoenix, Az. 85002-3303

Paid for by the LK Better America Committee
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Proclamation In Support of
Proposition 302

Whereas, Arizona can attract jobs and invedtment by showing
its commitment to equality and fairness, and;

Whereas, Arizona seeks to attract convention and tourism
business, and;

Whereas, Arizona wishes to ensure success of such events as
the Superbow!, and;

Whereas, Benefits substantially outweigh the cost, and;

Whereas, Arizona can appropriately commemorate and renew
its commitment to the values of equality and
fairness,

We hereby urge all Arizonans to uphold the third Monday in

January as Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day and urge

all Arizonans to celebrate America's progress in civil

rights and Dr. King's contribution to that progress, Let

Arizona join the nation, 47 other states, and 22 Arizona

cities in celebrating the Civil Rights Movement.

Date

Signature

Title

Organization

Please return this form to:

fLK Better America Committee
P.O. Box 13303
Phoenix. AZ. 85002-3303
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Sample Letter to Employees

-Dear <personalized if possible>:

On November 6, the voters of Arizona will dpcide whether

Arizona will uphold the celebration of a Martin Luther King,

Jr./Civil Rights Day.

This decision is very important to Arizona's future.

By voting yes on Proposition 302, we celebrate America's

progress in civil rights and Dr. King's vital contribution to that

progress. We also renew our commitment to the values of equality and

fairness.

A yes vote will ensure that Arizona joins the celebration of a

national holiday, which is also honored by 47 other states. Twenty-

two Arizona cities already celebrate the holiday as well.

Passage of Proposition 302 will benefit Arizona in many ways.

It will enhance our ability to attract jobs and investment by

renewing our commitment to equality and fairness.

It will enhance our ability to attract conventions and support

our important tourism industry. Arizona has lost over $30 million in

convention business because we do not have an official holiday.

Proposition 302 will also ensure that Arizona enjoys the

economic benefits of events such as the Super Bowl, which is

expected to give our economy a much needed $200 million boost.

These benefits substantially outweigh the minor cost of the

holiday. The state Joint Legislative Budget Committee staff

estimates the cost at only $500,000 a year, around one-tenth of one

* percent of the state's $3.5 billion budget.
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Proposition 302 will preserve Columbus Day as well as establish

a King/Civil Right Day.

Passage of Proposition 302 offers Arizona an important

opportunity. We can appropriately commemorate and renew our

commitment to equality and fairness, while doing something positive

for Arizona.

I've enclosed a sign-up card for the MLK Better America

Committee, a citizens committee organized to support the holiday, in

case you want to get involved in this important issue. You can also

contact the committee by calling 274-8555.

Regardless, I hope you will join me in voting yes on

Proposition 3.02 this November 6.

Sincerely,

Enclosure: sign-up card

llim nMO am -



Count On Me ToVoteYES On PROPOSITION 302
I would like to join the MLK Better America Committee to encourage Arizona voters to vote
Yes on Proposition 302 in support of a Martin Luther-King, Jr./Civil Rights Day. Please use my
-name in advertisements, press releases and campaign literature supporting the Martin Luther
King, Jr./Civil Rights Day.

Print Name:

Signature:

Address:
Street City Zip

Phone:
Work Home

Organizations of which I am a member:

(Please fill out reverse side)

I am willing to donate some of my time to:

C3 Place a yard sign on my property

0l Wear a button during the campaign

Cl Distribute literature in my neighborhood

El Volunteer at campaign headquarters

El Help with fund-raising

I wish to make a financial contribution to the committee:

E $100 E $50 D $25 D other

Please make checks payable to the MLK Better America Committee.
3621 North Central Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85012

(602)274-8555

rPIahl .,I' I t K ct - 6 Omn, ,ee. RnK¢ Bbbfrr. .1+. R .k C".Chfren
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Sample Newsletter Article

Proposition 302 to Honor Civil Rights, Help Arizona

On November 6, the voters of Arizona will decide

whether Arizona will uphold the celebration of a Martin

Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day.

This decision is very important to the future of

Arizona.

A yes vote on Proposition 302 will uphold the

establishment of the third Monday in January as Martin

Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day.

That is the same day the national King holiday is

celebrated. Forty-seven states also celebrate the holiday,

as do 22 Arizona cities and towns.

"By passing Proposition 302, we celebrate America's

progress in the area of civil rights and Dr. King's vital

contribution to that progress," said <your CEO>.

"We also renew our commitment to the values of equality

and fairness."

According to proponents, passage of Proposition 302

will benefit Arizona in many ways.

It will enhance our ability to attract jobs and

investment by renewing our commitment to equality and

fairness.

It will enhance our ability to attract conventions.

Arizona has lost over $30 million in convention business

because we do not have an official holiday.
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Proposition 302 will also ensure that Arizona enjoys

the economic benefits of events such as the Superbowl, which

is expected to give our economy a much needed $200 million

boost.

Our State's economy has been hurt by this constroversy.

We face enough difficulties already without adding this

unnecessary and wrong burden.

"These benefits substantially outweigh the minor cost

of the holiday," said <your CEO>.

According to the state Joint Legislative Budget

Committee staff, the cost of the King/Civil Rights Day would

be only $500,000 a year, around one-tenth of one percent of

the state's $3.5 billion budget.

In addition to establishing the King/Civil Rights Day,

Proposition 302 would preserve Columbus Day. Proposition

301, also on the November ballot, would eliminate Columbus

Day.

Individuals wishing to help with the King/Civil Rights

Day issue can contact the MLK Better America Committee, a

citizens committee organized to support Proposition 302. The

committee's address is 3621 N. Central, Phoenix, Az. 85012.

Or you can call (602) 274-8555.

"Passage of Proposition 302 offers Arizona an important

opportunity," <your CEO> said.

"We can appropriately commemorate and renew our

commitment to equality and fairness, while doing something

* positive for Arizona."



inSP

C~z -

IDE
o E4

CA L
0c

~3. 4-.J
(N (NI -

CA E - 0
E~ L. ,

'.. U uj

0 L.00 0 0

C0 -C

cn It

0-9



- nNoemerthe votersofAnizona w ildecide whether( i uI j( th
A izowlupho ld cie ccdehra

tionofa Mlartin Luther K ~n,IjJn o
Civil Rights Da.

M, d&NsOn il m-pmportanl lo Mzonal

Vote yes for civil rights
By voting yson Propostion 3M, we cele Cvi
brae Amedc~ pog incivil rights and
Dr. kis contribution to that progress. Cv i
We also renew our commritmlent to the
values oftqluality and faimes.

join the national holiday
A yes vote will ensure that Arizona joins
the national King holiday celebrated ons h t
dthtsame d.
rotrseven other states also celebra te this
holidasy, at d~o22 Arizona cities and townsS

Helping Arizona
passage ofProposition 302 will benefit
Arizona in many ways.
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Appendlix D

PROPOSITION 302
Rcfcrenduni for a paid Martin Luther King, Jr./Civil Rights Day.

E Yes 0-No

MOHAVE-.' -'NAAJ

Trhe Anizona RepubIc

PROPOSITION 302 Pn

COUNTY Counted Yes No
APACHE 100% 8,285 4,772
COCHISE 100% 10,430 13,965
COCONINO 100% 16,002 12,342
GILA 100% 5,354 9,169
GRAHAM 100% 2,735 4,780
GREENLEE 100% 1,249 1,653
LA PAZ 100% 1,154 2,296
MARICOPA 100% 313,653 303,611
MOHAVE 100% 7,551 20,028
NAVAJO 100% 8,234 9,661
PIMA 100% 107,085 91,932
FINAL 100% 12,074 16,485
SANTA CRUZ 100% 3,283 2,573
YAVAPAI 100% 12,541 28,886
YUJMA 100% 6,644 11,357
STATEWIDE 100% 516,274 533,510

ArtZona Republic, Nov. 8, 1990
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•.-,.. *iW ..D
Published each Wednesday for the employees of Phoenix Newspapers Inc.

Wednesday, October31,1990 Volume 7, Number 43

A letter from PNrs Publisher and CEO
Dear Fellow Employee,

The most responsible duty of
citizenship is the simple act of
goirg to the polls and casting votes
for candidates and issues. -

Next Tuesday, Arizona voters -
will have the opportunity to make ,i
decisions that will affect the
direction of our state and our "!"
image to others.

I urge you to become familiar [-,,s .,

with the candidates and issues and
then, please go to your polling
place and vote on Nov. 6.

7 he Arizona Republic and The
Phoenix Gazette have endorsed Publisher and CEO John P.Zanbwi
candidates and taken'positions on
issues on their editorial pages after holiday honoring the memory of
exhaustive and thorough research Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. For the
and interviews. Th-, newspapers' first time in American history,
editorials are a good source, but Arizona voters can vote on a paid
not the only one, for your consider- holiday for state employeeg, to
ation. honor our civil-rights.

One special request. Please Very truly yours,
take the time to study Proposition John P. Zanotti
302, popularly referred to as the Publisher and CEO

E-
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Appendix G

Index of Articles, Editorials, Columns and Letters
Arizona Republic, Phoenix Gazette and Arizona Business Gazette

January 1, 1986 through December 31, 1990

Paper by Year

Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

1986 87 62 1 150
1987 172 164 6 342
1988 77 63 5 145
1989 120 137 2 259
1990 358 331 10 699

Total 814 757 24 1595

Paper by Location

Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 106 138 5 249
Sec A 71 61 0 132
Page B1/Cl 88 93 0 181
Sec B/C 84 63 0 147
Other 126 120 10 256
Column 55 39 2 96
Editorial 39 37 6 82
Letter-Pro 86 64 1. 151
Letter-Con 120 116 0 226
Letter-Neutral 39 26 0 65

Total 814 757 24 1595

Year by Location

1986 1987 1988 1989 1990

Page -Al 21 50 22 50 106
Sec A 13 24 6 17 72
Page B/Cl 25 33 17 42 64
Sec B/C 23 51 12 22 39
Other 19 53 19 29 136
Column 5 21 5 it 54
Editorial 9 12 11 16 34
Letter-Pro 16 24 15 29 67
Letter-Con 17 64 30 34 91
Letter-Neutral 2 10 8 9 36

Total 150 342 145 259 699
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1986

Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 11 10 0 21
Se c-A 9 4 0 13
Page BUCI 17 8 0 25
Sec B/C 12 - 11 0 23
Other 10 9 0 19
Column 4 1 0 5
Editorial 5 3 1 9
Letter-Pro 9 7 0 16
Letter-Con 8 9 0 17
Letter-Neutral 2 0 0 2

Total 87 62 1 150

1987
Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 22 26 2 50
Sec A 17 7 0 24
Page Bi/Ci 16 17 0 33
Sec B/C 29 22 0. 51
Other 18 32 3 53
Column 10 10 1 21
Editorial 6 6 0 12
Letter-Pro 12 12 0 24
Letter-Con 36 28 0 64
Letter-Neutral 6 4 0 10

Total 172 164 6 342

1988
Arizona Phoenix Business

Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 13 9 0 22
Sec A 3 3 0 6
Page BI/CI 8 9 0 17
Sec B/C 5 7 0 12
Other = 9 5 19
Column 1 4 0 5
Editorial 7 4 0 11
Letter-Pro 12 3 0 15
Letter-Con 18 12 0 30
Letter-Neutral 5 3 0 8

Total 77 63 5 145

G-2



1989

Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 17. 32 1 50
Sec A 9 8 0 17
Page B1/CI 20 22 0 42
Sec B/C 11 11 0 22
Other 16 13 0 29
Column 7 4 0 11.
°Editorial 7 8 1 16
Letter-Pro 14 15 0 29
Letter-Con 13 21 0 34
Letter-Neutral 6 3 C) 9

Total 120 137 2 259

1990
Arizona Pho, enix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 43 61 2 106
Sec A 33 39 0 72
Page 81/CI 27 37 0 64
Sec B/C 27 12 0 39
Other 77 57 2 136
Co Ilumn 33 20 1 54
Editorial 14 16 4 34
Letter-Pr,-, 39 27 1 67
Letter-Con 45 46 0 91
Letter-Neutral 20 16 0 36

Total 358 331 10 699

1990 Jan 1 - Nov 6
Arizona Phoenix Business
Republic Gazette Gazette Total

Page Al 31 32 1 6,4
Sec A 15 17 0 32
Page BU/Cl 18 24 C) 4:2
Sec B/C 16 7 0 23
Other 42 2] 1- 71
Co I umn 16 9 1 26
Editorial 9 11 4 24
Letter-Pro I's 14 0 30
Letter-Con 19 21 C) 40
Letter-Neutral 5 14 0 19

Total 187 177 7 371
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1990 Ncv 7 - Dec 31
Ar i:':na Phoe'nix~ Susiness

RepubIi c Gazette Gazette Total

Pa g e Al1 12 29 1 42
Sec A 16 22 0 40
Page 81/Cl 19 13 C)2Z
Sec B/C 11 5 0 16
Other 35 29 1 65
CO1Lim n 17 11 0 26
Editorial 5 5 .10
Letter-Pro: 23 13 1 37
Letter-Conn 26 25 0 51
Letter-Neutral 15 20 17

IBa c kma il1 (10) (8) 18:'

Total 171 154 3 326
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